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135.4(4) Repairsallowed. Owners and operators of UST systems must ensure that repairs will pre-
vent releases due to structural failure or corrosion as long as the UST system is used to store regulat:
substances. The repairs must meet the following requirements:

a. Repairs tdJST systems must be properly conducted in accordance with a code of practice de-
veloped by a nationally recognized association or an independent testing laboratory.

NoTe: The following codes and standards may be used to comply with 13&"4(4)ational Fire
Protection Association Standard 30, “Flammable and Combustible Liquids Code”; American Petro-
leum Institute Publication 2200, “Repairing Crude Oil, Liquified Petroleum Gas, and Product Pipe-
lines”; American Petroleum Institute Publication 1631, “Recommended Practice for the Interior Lin-
ing of Existing Steel Underground Storage Tanks”; and National Leak Prevention Association
Standard 631, “Spill Prevention, Minimum 10 Year Life Extension of Existing Steel Underground
Tanks by Lining Without the Addition of Cathodic Protection.”

b. Repairs to fiberglass-reinforced plastic tanks may be made by the manufacturer’s authorized
representatives or eccordance with a code of practice developed by a nationally recognized associa-
tion or an independent testing laboratory.

c. Metalpipe sections and fittings that have released product as a result of corrosion or other dam-
age must be replaced. Fiberglass pipes and fittings may be repaired in accordance with the manufactu
er’s specifications.

d. Repaired tanks and piping must be tightness tested in accordance with 185.5(#)
135.5(5¥b” within 30 days following the date of the completion of the repair except as provided in
subparagraphs (1) to (3) below:

(1) The repaired tank is internally inspected in accordance with a code of practice developed by a
nationally recognized association or an independent testing laboratory; or

(2) The repaired portion of the UST system is monitored monthly for releases in accordance with a
method specified in 135.5(4) through“h” ; or

(3) Another test method is used that is determined by the department to be no less protective o
human health and the environment than those listed above.

e.  Within six months following the repair of any cathodically protected UST system, the cathodic
protection system must be tested in accordance with 13%4(ahd‘c” to ensure that it is operating
properly.

f.  UST system owners and operators must maintain records of each repair for the remaining op-
erating life of the UST system that demonstrate compliance with the requirements of this subrule.

135.4(5) Reporting and record keepingdwners and operators of UST systems must cooperate
fully with inspections, monitoring and testing conducted by the department, as well as reqdests for
ument submission, testing, and monitoring by the owner or operator pursuant to Section 9005 of Sub-
title | of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, as amended.

a. Reporting.Owners and operators must submit the following information to the department:

(1) Notification for all UST systems (135.3(3)), which includes certification of installation for
new UST systems (135.3(&) );

(2) Reports of all releases including suspected releases (135.6(1)), spills and overfills (135.6(4)),
and confirmed releases (135.7(2));

(3) Corrective actions planned or taken including initial abatement measures (135.7(3)), initial
site characterization (135.9(455B)), free product removal (135.7(5)), investigation of soil and ground-
water cleanup and corrective action plan (135.8(455B) to 135.12(455B)); and

(4) A natification before permanent closure or change-in-service (135.15(2)).

b. Record keepingOwners and operators must maintain the following information:

(1) A corrosion expert's analysis of site corrosion potential if corrosion protection equipment is
not used (135.3(12" (4); (135.3(1)b” (3)).

(2) Documentation of operation of corrosion protection equipment (135.4(2));

(3) Documentation of UST system repairs (135.4(4)
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(4) Recent compliance with release detection requirements (135.5(6)); and

(5) Results of the site investigation conducted at permanent closure (135.15(5)).

c. Availability and maintenance of record@wners and operators must keep the records re-
quired either:

(1) Atthe UST site and immediately available for inspection by the department; or

(2) Atareadily available alternative site and be provided for inspection to the department upon
request.

NoTE: In the case of permanent closure records required under 135.15(5), owners and operators are
alsoprovided with the additional alternative of mailing closure records to the department if they cannot
be kept at the site or an alternative site as indicated above.

567—135.5(455B) Release detection.

135.5(1) General requirements for all UST systems

a. Owners and operators of new and existing UST systems must provide a method, or combina-
tion of methods, of release detection that:

(1) Can detect a release from any portion of the tank and the connected underground piping that
routinely contains product;

(2) Is installed, calibrated, operated, and maintained in accordance with the manufacturer’s in-
structions, including routine maintenance and service checks for operability or running condition; and

(3) Meets the performance requirements in 135.5(4) or 135.5(5), with any performance claims
and their manner of determination described in writing by the equipment manufacturer or installer. In
addition, methods conducted in accordance with 1355{4c,” and“d” and 135.5(5p" after
December 22, 1990, and 135.568) after September 22, 1991, except for methods permanently
installed prior to those dates, must be capable of detecting the leak rate or quantity specified for that
method with a probability of detection of 0.95 and a probability of false alarm of 0.05.

b. When a release detection method operated in accordance with the performance standards in
135.5(4) and 135.5(5) indicates a release may have occurred, owners and operators must notify the
department in accordance with rule 135.6(455B).

c. Ownersand operators of all UST systems must comply with the release detection requirements
of this rule by December 22 of the year listed in the following table:
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Scheduled for Phase-in of Release Detection

Year System  Year When Release Detection is Required (by December 22 of the Year
Was Installed Indicated)

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993
Before 1965 or
Date Unknown RD P
1965-1969 P/RD
1970-1974 P RD
1975-1979 P RD
1980-1988 P RD
New Tanks Immediately upon installation

P = Must begin release detection for all pressurized piping in accordance with IB5.6(R)

RD = Must begin release detection for tanks and suction piping in accordance with 183.5(2)
135.5(2)b” (2), and 135.5(3).

d. Any existing UST system that cannot apply a method of release detection that complies with
the requirements of this rule must complete the closure procedures in rule 135.15(455B) by the date ol
which release detection is required for that UST system under pardgraph

135.5(2) Requirementfor petroleum UST system@wners and operators of petroleum UST sys-
tems must provide release detection for tanks and piping as follows:

a. Tanks.Tanks must be monitored at least every 30 days for releases using one of the methods
listed in 135.5(4)d” to“h” except that:

(1) UST systems that meet the performance standards in 135.3(1) or 135.3(2), and the monthly
inventory control requirements in 135.5@) or “b,” may use tank tightness testing (conducted in
accordancevith 135.5(4)c” ) at least every five years until December 22, 1998, or until ten years after
the tank is installed or upgraded under 135:8(2) whichever is later;

(2) UST systems that do not meet the performance standards in 135.3(1) or 135.3(2) may use
monthly inventory controls (conducted in accordance with 135a8(4)r“b” ) and annual tank tight-
ness testing (conducted in accordance with 135d&3(3until December 22, 1998, when the tank must
be upgraded under 135.3(2) or permanently closed under 135.15(2); and

(3) Tanks with capacity of 550 gallons or less may use weekly tank gauging (conducted in accor-
dance with 135.5(4h" ).

b. Piping. Underground piping that routinely contains regulated substances must be monitored
for releases in a manner that meets one of the following requirements:

(1) Pressurized piping.Underground piping that conveys regulated substances under pressure
must:

1. Be equipped with an automatic line leak detector conducted in accordance with 185;5(5)
and

2. Have an annual line tightness test conducted in accordance with 138.5§bhave monthly
monitoring conducted in accordance with 135.5(5)

(2) Suction piping.Underground piping that conveys regulated substances under suction must
either have a line tightness test conducted at least every three years and in accordance wit
135.5(5)b,” or use a monthly monitoring method conducted in accordance with 138.5(5)o
release detection is required for suction piping that is designed and constructed to meet the following
standards:

1. The below-grade piping operates at less than atmospheric pressure;
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2. The below-grade piping is sloped so that the contents of the pipe will drain back into the stor-
age tank if the suction is released;

3. Only one check valve is included in each suction line;

4. The check valve is located directly below and as close as practical to the suction pump; and

5. A method is provided that allows compliance with “2” through “4” to be readily determined.

135.5(3) Requirementfor hazardous substance UST syste@wners and operators of hazardous
substance UST systems must provide release detection that meets the following requirements:

a. Releasaletection at existing UST systems must meet the requirements for petroleum UST sys-
tems in 135.5(2). By December 22, 1998, all existing hazardous substance UST systems must meet the
release detection requirements for new systems in paragragtelow.

b. Release detection at new hazardous substance UST systems must meet the following require-
ments:

(1) Secondary containment systems must be designed, constructed and installed to:

1. Contain regulated substances released from the tank system until they are detected and re-
moved;

2. Prevent the release of regulated substances to the environment at any time during the opera-
tional life of the UST system; and

3. Be checked for evidence of a release at least every 30 days.

NoTe: The provisions of 40 CFR 265.193, Containment and Detection of Releases, as of September
13, 1988, may be used to comply with these requirements.

(2) Double-walled tanks must be designed, constructed, and installed to:

1. Contain a release from any portion of the inner tank within the outer wall; and

2. Detect the failure of the inner wall.

(3) External liners (including vaults) must be designed, constructed, and installed to:

1. Contain 100 percent of the capacity of the largest tank within its boundary;

2. Prevent the interference of precipitation or groundwater intrusion with the ability to contain or
detect a release of regulated substances; and

3. Surround the tank completely (i.e., it is capable of preventing lateral as well as vertical migra-
tion of regulated substances).

(4) Underground piping must be equipped with secondary containment that satisfies the require-
ments of 135.5(3p” (1) above (e.g., trench liners, jacketing of double-walled pipe). In addition, un-
derground piping that conveys regulated substances pregsure must be equipped with an automat-
ic line leak detector in accordance with 135.5¢B);

(5) Other methods of release detection may be used if owners and operators:

1. Demonstrate to the department that an alternate method can detect a release of the stored sub-
stance as &ictively as any of the methods allowed in 135:%5(4)to “h” can detect a release of petro-
leum;

2. Provide information to the department on effective corrective action technologies, health
risks, and chemical and physical properties of the stored substance, and the characteristics of the UST
site; and

3. Obtain approval from the department to use the alternate release detection method before the
installation and operation of the new UST system.

135.5(4) Methods ofelease detection for tankEach method of release detection for tanks used to
meet the requirements of 135.5(2) must be conducted in accordance with the following:

a. Inventorycontol. Product inventory control (or another test of equivalent performance) must
be conducted monthly to detect a release of at least 1.0 percent of flow-through plus 130 gallons on a
monthly basis in the following manner:

(1) Inventory volume measurements for regulated substance inputs, withdeawdaise amount
still remaining in the tank are recorded each operating day;
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(2) The equipment used is capable of measuring the level of product over the full range of the
tank’s height to the nearest 1/8 of an inch;

(3) The regulated substance inputs are reconciled with delivery receipts by measurement of the
tank inventory volume before and after delivery;

(4) Deliveries are made through a drop tube that extends to within 1 foot of the tank bottom;

(5) Product dispensing is metered and recorded within the local standards for meter calibration or
an accuracy of 6 cubic inches for every 5 gallons of product withdrawn; and

(6) The measurement of any water level in the bottom of the tank is made to the nearest 1/8 of ar
inch at least once a month.

NoTe: Practices described in the American Petroleum Institute Publication 1621, “Recommended
Practice for Bulk Liquid Stock Control at Retail Outlets,” may be used, where applicable, as guidance
in meeting the requirements of subrule 135.5(4), paragephsubparagraphs (1) to (6).

b. Manual tank gaugingManual tank gauging must meet the following requirements:

(1) Tank liquid level measurements are taken at the beginning and ending of a period of at least 3¢
hours during which no liquid is added to or removed from the tank;

(2) Level measurements are based on an average of two consecutive stick readings at both the b
ginning and ending of the period;

(3) The equipment used is capable of measuring the level of product over the full range of the
tank’s height to the nearest 1/8 of an inch;

(4) A leak is suspected and subject to the requirements of rule 135.6(455B) if the variation be-
tween beginning and ending measurements exceeds the weekly or monthly standards in the followin
table:

Nominal Weekly Standard Monthly Standard
Tank Capacity (one test) (average of four tests)
550 gallons or less 10 gallons 5 gallons
551-1,000 gallons 13 gallons 7 gallons
1,001-2,000 gallons 26 gallons 13 gallons

(5) Only tanks of 550 gallons or less nominal capacity may use this as the sole method of release
detection. Tanks of 551 to 2000 gallons may use the method in place of manual inventory control in
135.5(4)Ya.” Tanks of greater than 2000 gallons nominal capacity may not use this method to meet the
requirements of this rule.

c. Tank tightness testindank tightness testing (or another test of equivalent performance) must
be capable of detecting a 0.1 gallon-per-hour leak rate from any portion of the tank that routinely con-
tainsproduct while accounting for the effects of thermal expansion or contraction of the product, vapor
pockets, tank deformation, evaporation or condensation, and the location of the water table.

d. Automatidank gauging.Equipment for automatic tank gauging that tests for the loss of prod-
uct and conducts inventory control must meet the following requirements:

(1) The automatic product level monitor test can detect a 0.2 gallon-per-hour leak rate from any
portion of the tank that routinely contains product; and

(2) Inventory control (or another test of equivalent performance) is conducted in accordance with
the requirements of 135.5(4)”

e. Vapor monitoringTesting or monitoring for vapors within the soil gas of the excavation zone
must meet the following requirements:

(1) The materials used as backfill are sufficiently porous (e.g., gravel, sand, crushed rock) to readi-
ly allow diffusion of vapors from releases into the excavation area;

(2) The stored regulated substance, or a tracer compound placed in the tank systériendpuf
volatile (e.g., gasoline) to result in a vapor level that is detectable by the monitoring devices located in
the excavation zone in the event of a release from the tank;
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(3) The measurement of vapors by the monitoring device is not rendered inoperative by the
groundwater, rainfall, or soil moisture or other known interferences so that a release could go unde-
tected for more than 30 days;

(4) The level of background contamination in the excavation zone will not interfere with the meth-
od used to detect releases from the tank;

(5) The vapor monitors are designed and operated to detect any significant increase in concentra-
tion above background of the regulated substance stored in the tank system, a component or compo-
nents of that substance, or a tracer compound placed in the tank system;

(6) Inthe UST excavation zone, the site is assessed to ensure compliance with the requirements in
135.5(4¥e” (1) to (4) and to establish the number and positioning of monitoring wells that will detect
releases within the excavation zone from any portion of the tank that routinely contains product; and

(7) Monitoringwells are clearly marked and secured to avoid unauthorized access and tampering.

f.  Groundwater monitoringTesting or monitoring for liquids on the groundwater must meet the
following requirements:

(1) The regulated substance stored is immiscible in water and has a specific gravity of less than 1;

(2) Groundwater is never more than 20 feet from the ground surface and the hydraulic conductivity of
the soil(s) between the UST system and the monitoring wells or devices is not less than 0.01 cm/sec (e.g.,
the soil should consist of gravels, coarse to medium sands, coarse silts or other permeable materials);

(3) The slotted portion of the monitoring well casing must be designed to prevent migration of
naturalsoils or filter pack into the well and to allow entry of regulated substance on the water table into
the well under both high and low groundwater conditions;

(4) Monitoring wells shall be sealed from the ground surface to the top of the filter pack;

(5) Monitoring wells or devices intercept the excavation zone or are as close to it as is technically
feasible;

(6) The continuous monitoring devices or manual methods used can detect the presence of at least
1/8 of an inch of free product on top of the groundwater in the monitoring wells;

(7) Within and immediately below the UST system excavation zone, the site is assessed to ensure
compliance with the requirements in 135.5{4]1) to (5) and to establish the number and positioning
of monitoring wells or devices that will detect releases from any portion of the tank that routinely con-
tains product; and

(8) Monitoringwells are clearly marked and secured to avoid unauthorized access and tampering.

g. Interstitialmonitoring. Interstitial monitoring between the UST system and a secondary barri-
er immediately around or beneath it may be used, but only if the system is designed, constructed and
installed todetect a leak from any portion of the tank that routinely contains product and also meets one
of the following requirements:

(1) For secondary containment systems, the sampling or testing method must be able to detect a
release through the inner wall in any portion of the tank that routinely contains product:

1. Continuously, by means of an automatic leak sensing device that signals to the operator the
presence of any regulated substance in the interstitial space; or

2. Monthly, by means of a procedure capable of detecting the presence of any regulated sub-
stance in the interstitial space.

3. The interstitial space shall be maintained and kept free of liquid, debris or anything that could
interfere with leak detection capabilities.

NoTe: The provisions outlined in the Steel Tank Institute’s “Standard for Dual Wall Underground
Storage Tanks” may be used as guidance for aspects of the design and construction of underground
steel double-walled tanks.

(2) For UST systems with a secondary barrier within the excavation zone, the sampling or testing
method used can detect a release between the UST system and the secondary barrier:

1. The secondary barrier around or beneath the UST system consists of artificially constructed
material that is sufficiently thick and impermeable (at leastcii/sec for the regulated substance
stored) to direct a release to the monitoring point and permit its detection;



IAC 10/24/07 Environmental Protection[567] Ch 135, p.23

2. The barrier is compatible with the regulated substance stored so that a release from the UST
system will not cause a deterioration of the barrier allowing a release to pass through undetected;

3. For cathodically protected tanks, the secondary barrier must be installed so that it does not in-
terfere with the proper operation of the cathodic protection system;

4. The groundwater, soil moisture, or rainfall will not render the testing or sampling method used
inoperative so that a release could go undetected for more than 30 days;

5. The site is assessed to ensure that the secondary barrier is always above the groundwater and not
a 25-year flood plain, unless the barrier and monitoring designs are for use under such conditions; and

6. Monitoringwells are clearly marked and secured to avoid unauthorized access and tampering.

(3) For tanks with an internally fitted liner, an automated device can detect a release between the
inner wall of the tank and the liner, and the liner is compatible with the substance stored.

h. Other methodsAny other type of release detection method, or combination of methods, can
be used if:

(1) It can detect a 0.2 gallon-per-hour leak rate or a release of 150 gallons within a month with a
probability of detection of 0.95 and a probability of false alarm of 0.05; or

(2) The department may approve another method if the owner and operator can demonstrate the
the method can detect a release as effectively as any of the methods allowed in p&dcigtapghs
In comparing methods, the department shall consider the size of release that the method can detect al
the frequency and reliability with which it can be detected. If the method is approved, the owner and
operator must comply with any conditions imposed by the department on its use to ensure the protec
tion of human health and the environment.

135.5(5) Methods of release detectifor piping. Each method of release detection for piping used
to meet the requirements of 135.5(2) must be conducted in accordance with the following:

a. Automatic line leak detectorslethods which alert the operator to the presence of a leak by
restricting or shutting off the flow of regulated substances through piping or triggering an audible or
visualalarm may be used only if they detect leaks of 3 gallons per hour at 10 pounds per square inch line
pressure within one hour. An annual test of the operation of the leak detector must be conducted ir
accordance with the manufacturer’s requirements.

b. Line tightness testingA periodic test of piping may be conducted only if it can detect a 0.1
gallon-per-hour leak rate at one and one-half times the operating pressure.

c. Applicabletank methodsAny of the methods in 135.5(4) through*h” may be used if they
are designed to detect a release from any portion of the underground piping that routinely contains reg
ulated substances.

d. Interstitial monitoring of secondary containmetterstitial monitoring may be used for any
piping with secondary containment designed for and capable of interstitial monitoring.

(1) Leak detection shall be conducted:

1. Continously, byneans of an automatic leak sensing device that signals to the operator the pres-
ence of any regulated substance in the interstitial space or containment sump; or

2. Monthly, by means of a procedure capable of detecting the presence of any regulated sub.
stance in the interstitial space or containment sump, such as visual inspection.

(2) The interstitial space or sump shall be maintained and kept free of water, debris or anything
that could interfere with leak detection capabilities.

(3) Atleastevery two years, any sump shall be visually inspected for integrity of sides and floor and
tightness of piping penetration seals. Any automatic sensing device shall be tested for proper function

135.5(6) Release detection record keepingl UST system owners and operators must maintain
records in accordance with 135.4(5) demonstrating compliance with all applicable requirements of
this rule. These records must include the following:

a. All written performance claims pertaining to any release detection system used, and the man-
ner in which these claims have been justified or tested by the equipment manufacturer or installer, mus
be maintained for five years, or for another reasonable period of time determined by the department
from the date of installation;
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b. The results of any sampling, testing, or monitoring must be maintained for at least one year, or
for another reasonable period of time determined by the department, except that the results of tank
tightness testing conducted in accordance with 135d3(4nust be retained until the next test is con-
ducted; and

c. Written documentation of all calibration, maintenance, and repair of release detection equip-
ment permanently located on-site must be maintained for at least one year after the servicing work is
completed, or for another reasonable time period determined by the department. Any schedules of
required calibration and maintenance provided by the release detection equipment manufacturer must
be retained for five years from the date of installation.

567—135.6(455B) Release reporting, investigation, and confirmation.

135.6(1) Reporting ouspectedaleases Owners and operators of UST systems must report to the
department within 24 hours, or within 6 hours in accordance with 567—Chapter 131 if a hazardous
condition exists as defined in 567—131.1(455B), or another reasonable time period specified by the
department, and follow the procedures in 135.8(1) for any of the following conditions:

a. The discovery by owners and operators or others of released regulated substances at the UST
site or inthe surrounding area (such as the presence of free product or vapors in soils, basements, sewer
and utility lines, and nearby surface water);

b. Unusual operating conditions observed by owners and operators (such as the erratic behavior
of product dispensing equipment, the sudden loss of product from the UST system, or an unexplained
presence of ater in the tank), unless system equipment is found to be defective but not leaking, and is
immediately repaired or replaced; and

c. Monitoring results from a release detection method required under 135.5(2) and 135.5(3) that
indicate a release may have occurred unless:

(1) The monitoring device is found to be defective, and is immediately repaired, recalibrated or
replaced, and additional monitoring does not confirm the initial result; or

(2) In the case of inventory control, a second month of data does not confirm the initial result.

135.6(2) Investigationdue to off-site impactdVhen required by the department, owners and oper-
ators of UST systems must follow the procedures in 135.6(3) to determine if the UST system is the
source of off-site impacts. These impacts include the discovery of regulated substances (such as the
presence of free product or vapors in soils, basements, sewer and utility lines, and nearby surface and
drinking waters) that has been observed by the department or brought to its attention by another party.

135.6(3) Release investigation and confirmation ste@svners and operators must immediately
investigate and confirm all suspected releases of regulated substances requiring reporting under
135.6(1)within seven days, or another reasonable time period specified by the department, using either
the following steps or another procedure approved by the department:

a. Systemtest.Ownersand operators must conduct tests (according to the requirements for tight-
ness testing ih35.5(4)c” and 135.5(5p” ) that determine whether a leak exists in that portion of the
tank that routinely contains product, or the attached delivery piping or both.

(1) Owners and operators must repair, replace or upgrade the UST system and begin corrective
action in accordance with rule 135.9(455B) if the test results for the system, tank, or delivery piping
indicate a leak exists.

(2) Further investigation is not required if the test results for the system, tank, and delivery piping
do not indicate a leak exists and if environmental contamination is not the basis for suspecting a re-
lease.

(3) Owners and operators must conduct a site check as described in paitalgrapthis subrule
if the test results for the system, tank, and delivery piping do not indicate a leak exists but environmen-
tal contamination is the basis for suspecting a release.
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b. Sitecheck. A certified groundwater professional must conduct a site check in accordance with
the tank closure in place procedures as provided in 135.15(3) or they may conduct a Tier 1 assessme
in accordance with subrule 135.9(3). Under either procedure, the certified groundwater professional
must follow the policies and procedures applicable to sites where bedrock is encountered before
groundwater as provided in 135.8(5) to avoid creating a preferential pathway for soil or groundwater
contamination to reach a bedrock aquifer. The certified groundwater professional must measure fol
the presence of a release where contamination is most likely to be present at the UST site. In selectin
sample types, sample locations, and measurement methods, the certified groundwater profession:
must consider the nature of the stored substance, the type of initial alarm or cause for suspicion, th
type of backfill, the depth of groundwater, and other factors appropriate for identifying the presence
and source of the release.

(1) If the test results of the site check indicate action levels in 135.14(455B) have been exceeded
owners and operators must begin corrective action in accordance with rules 135.7(455B) to
135.12(455B).

(2) If the test results for the excavation zone or the UST site do not indicate a release has occurrec
further investigation is not required.

135.6(4) Reporting and cleanup of spills and overfills.

a. Reportable releasesOwners and operators of UST systems must contain and immediately
clean up a spilloverfill or any aboveground release, and report to the department within 24 hours, or
within 6 hours in accordance with 567—Chapter 131 if a hazardous condition exists as defined in rule
567—131.1(455Band begin corrective action in accordance with rules 135.7(455B) to 135.12(455B)
in the following cases:

(1) Spill, overfill or any aboveground release of petroleum that results in a release to the environ-
ment that exceeds 25 galloswuses a sheen on nearby surface watpacts adjacent property, or
contaminates groundwater; and

(2) Spill, overfill or any aboveground releaska hazardous substance that results in a release to
the environment that equals or exceeds its reportable quantity under CERCLA (40 CFR 302) as of Sep
tember 13, 1988.

b. Nonreportable release@wners and operators of UST systems must contain and immediately
clean up a spilloverfill or any aboveground release of petroleum that is less than 25 gallons and a spill
overfill or any aboveground release of a hazardous substance that is less than the reportable quantity.
cleanup cannot be accomplished within 24 hours, owners and operators must immediately notify the
department.

NoTe: Any spill or overfill that results in a hazardous condition as defined in rule
567—131.1(455B) must be reported within 6 hours. This includes the transporter of the product. A
release of a hazardous substance equal to or in excess of its reportable quantity must also be report
immediately(rather than within 24 hours) to the National Response Center under Sections 102 and 103
of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 and to ap-
propriatestate and local authorities under Title 11l of the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization
Act of 1986.

567—135.7(455B) Release response and corrective action for UST systems containing petro-
leum or hazardous substances.

135.7(1) General Owners and operators of petroleum or hazardous substance UST systems must,
in response to a confirmed release from the UST system, comply with the requirements of this rule
exceptfor USTsexcluded under 135.1(8)' and UST systems subject to RCRA Subtitle C corrective
action requirements under Section 3004(u) of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, a
amended.

135.7(9 Initial response.Upon confirmation of a release in accordance with 135.6(3) or after a
releasdrom the UST system is identified in any other manner, owners and operators must perform the
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following initial response actions within 24 hours of a release or within another reasonable period of
time specified by the department:

a. Report the release to the department (e.g., by telephone or electronic mail);

b. Take immediate action to prevent any further release of the regulated substance into the envi-
ronment; and

c. ldentify and mitigate fire, explosion, and vapor hazards.

135.7(3) Initial abatement measures and site check

a. Unless directed to do otherwise by the department, owners and operators must perform the
following abatement measures:

(1) Remove as much of the regulated substance from the UST system as is necessary to prevent
further release to the environment;

(2) Visually inspect any aboveground releases or exposed below-ground releases and prevent fur-
ther migration of the released substance into surrounding soils and groundwater;

(3) Continue tanonitor and mitigate any additional fire and safety hazards posed by vapors or free
productthat have migrated from the UST excavation zone and entered into subsurface structures (such
as sewers or basements);

(4) Remedy hazards posed by contaminated soils that are excavated or exposed as a result of re-
lease confirmation, site investigation, abatement, or corrective action activities. If these remedies in-
cludetreatment or disposal of soils, the owner and operator must comply with applicable state and local
requirements;

(5) Rescinded IAB 7/17/96, effective 8/15/96.

(6) Investigate to determine the possible presence of free product, and begin free product removal
as soon as practicable and in accordance with 135.7(5).

b.  Within 20 days after release confirmation, or within another reasonable period of time deter-
mined by the department, owners and operators must submit a report to the department summarizing
the initial abatement steps taken under paragfaprand any resulting information or data.

135.7(4) Initial site characterization.Rescinded IAB 7/17/96, effective 8/15/96.

135.7(5) Free product assessment and removalAt sites where investigations under
135.7(3)a” (6) indicate 0.01 ft. or more of free product, owners and operators must immediately initi-
ate a free product recovery assessment and submit a report in accordance with paagmagtiniti-
ate interim free product removal while continuing, as necessary, any actions initiated under 135.7(2) to
135.7(4), opreparing for actions required under 135.8(455B) to 135.12(455B). Owners and operators
must immediately begin interim free product removal by bailing or by installation and maintenance of
passive skimming equipment until an alternative removal method is required by or approved by the
department. A certified groundwater professional must initially determine the frequency of bailing
and proper installation and maintenance of the skimming equipment based on a determination of the
rechargeate of the free product. The department may approve implementation of this interim remov-
al process by persons not certified as groundwater professionals. For approval a certified groundwater
professional must submit (1) sufficient documentation establishing that the bailing or skimming sys-
tem has been adequately designed and tested, and (2) a written plan for regular maintenance, reporting
and supervision by a certified groundwater professional. Interim free product recovery reports must be
submitted to the department on a monthly basis and on forms provided by the department. In meeting
the requirements of this subrule, owners and operators must:

a. Conduct free product removal at a frequency determined by the recharge rate of the product
and in a manner that minimizes the spread of contamination into previously uncontaminated zones by
usingrecovery and disposal techniques appropriate to the hydrogeologic conditions at the site, and that
properly treats, discharges or disposes of recovery by-products in compliance with applicable local,
stateand federal regulations. Unless approved by the department, free product assessment and recov-
ery activities must be conducted by a certified groundwater professional. Owners and operators must
report the results of free product removal activities on forms designated by the department;
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b. Use abatement of free product migration as a minimum objective for the design of the free
product removal system. Free product recovery systems must be designed to remove free product 1
the maximum extent practicable;

¢. Handleany flammable products in a safe and competent manner to prevent fires or explosions;
and

d. Free product recovery assessment and report. Unless directed to do otherwise by the depar
ment, prepare and submit to the department, within 45 days after confirming a release, a free produc
recovery assessment report and a proposal for subsequent free product removal activities. The fre
product recovery assessment report and removal proposal must contain at least the following informa
tion:

(1) The name of the person(s) responsible for implementing the free product removal measures;

(2) The estimated quantity, type and thickness of free product observed or measured in monitoring
wells, boreholes, and excavations, the recharge rate in all affected monitoring wells and a detailed de
scription of the procedures used to determine the recharge rate;

(3) A detailed justification for the free product removal technology proposed for the site. Base the
justification narrative on professional judgment considering the characteristics of the free product
plume (i.e., estimated volume, type of product, thickness, extent), an assessment of cost effectivenes
based on recovery costs compared to alternative methods, site hydrology and geology, when the re
lease event occurred, testing conducted to verify design assumptions and the potential for petroleur
vapors or explosive conditions to occur in enclosed spaces. Proposals for removal systems other tha
hand bailing or passive skimming systems must be completed and submitted on a format consister
with the department’s corrective action design report.

(4) A schematic and narrative description of the free product recovery system used;

(5) Whether any discharge will take place on site or off site during the recovery operation and
where this discharge will be located;

(6) A schematic and narrative description of the treatment system, and the effluent quality ex-
pected from any discharge;

(7) The steps that have been or are being taken to obtain necessary permits for any discharge;

(8) The disposition of the recovered free product;

(9) Free product plume definition and map. The extent of free product in groundwater must be
assessed. The number and location of wells and separation distance between the wells used to defi
the free product plume must be based on the receptors present and the site hydrology and geology.
minimum offive monitoring wells are required to construct the plume map. If the groundwater profes-
sional can adequately define the plume using other technology as specified in department guidance
fewerthan five wells may be used. The boundary of the plume may be determined by linear interpola-
tion consistent with the methods described in 135.10(23); and

(10) The estimated volume of free product present, how the volume was calculated, recoverable
volume and estimated recovery time.

e. The department will review the free product assessment report; and, if approved, the owner or
operator must implemettte installation of the approved recovery system within 60 days or other time
period approved by the department.

f.  Termination of free product recovery activitig®Swners and operators may propose to the de-
partment to terminate free product recovery activities when significant amounts of hydrocarbons are
not being recovered. The department will consider proposals to terminate free product recovery wher
the amount of product collected from a monitoring well is equal to or less than 0.1 gallon each month
for a year unless another plan is approved by the department. When free product activities have bee
terminated, owners and operators must inspect the monitoring wells monthly for at least a year. The
department must be notified and free product recovery activities reinitiated if during the monthly well
inspections it isletermined the product thickness in a monitoring well exceeds 0.02 foot. The monthly
well inspection records must be kept available for review by the department.
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g. Unlessdirected to do otherwise by the department, prepare and submit to the department with-
in 180 days after confirming a release, a Tier 2 site cleanup report.

567—135.8(455B) Risk-based corrective action.

135.8(1) General. The objective of risk-based corrective action is to effectively evaluate the risks
posed by contamination to human health, safety and the environment pedggessively more site-
specific, three-tiered approach to site assessment and data analysis. Based on the tiered assessment, a
corrective action response is determined sufficient to remove or minimize risks to acceptable levels.
Corrective action response includes a broad range of options including reduction of contaminant con-
centrationghrough active or passive methods, monitoring of contamination, use of technological con-
trols or institutional controls.

a. Tier 1. The purpose of a Tier 1 assessment is to identify sites which do not pose an unreason-
able risk to public health and safety or the environment based on limited site data. The objective is to
determine maximum concentrations of chemicals of concern at the source of a release(s) in soil and
groundwater.The Tier 1 assessment assumes worst-case scenarios in which actual or potential recep-
tors could be exposed to these chemicals at maximum concentrations througtsai&enahground-
waterpathways. The point of exposure is assumed to be the source showing maximum concentrations.
Risk-based screening levels (Tier 1 levels) contained in the Tier 1 Look-Up Table have been derived
from models which use conservative assumptiopsedict exposure to actual and potential receptors.
(These models and default assumptions are contained in Appendix A.) If Tier 1 levels are not exceeded
for a pathway, that pathway may not require further assessment. If the maximum concentrations ex-
ceed aier 1 level, the options are to conduct a more extensive Tier 2 assessment, apply an institutional
control, or in limited circumstances excavate contaminated soil to béow: [Evels. If all pathways
clear the Tier 1 levels, it is possible for the site to obtain a no action required classification.

b. Tier 2. The purpose of a Tier 2 assessment is to use site-specific data to assess the risk from
chemicals of concern to existing receptors and potential receptors using fate and transport models in
accordance with 135.10(455B). See 135.1@(2)

c. Tier 3. Where site conditions may not be adequately addressed by Tier 2 procedures, a Tier 3
assessmemhay provide more accurate risk assessment. The purpose of Tier 3 is to identify reasonable
exposure levels of chemicals of concern and to assess the risk of exposure to existing and potential
receptors based on additional site assessment information, probabilistic evaluations, or sophisticated
chemical fate and transport models in accordance with 135.11(455B).

135.8(2) Certified groundwater professionalll assessment, corrective action, data analysis and
report development required under rules 135.6(455B) to 135.12(455B) must be conducted by or under
the supervision of a certified groundwater professional in accordance with these rules and department
guidance as specified.

135.8(3) Chemicals of concernSoil and groundwater samples from releases of petroleum regu-
lated substances must always be analfaeithe presence of benzene, ethylbenzene, toluene, and xy-
lenes. In addition, if the release is suspected to include any petroleum regulated substance other than
gasoline or gasoline blends, or if the source of the release is unknown, the samples must be tested for
the presence of Total Extractable Hydrocarbons (TEH). Appendices A and B and department Tier 2
guidance define a method for converting TEH values to a default concentration for naphthalene,
benzo(a)pyrene, benz(a)anthracene and chrysene and conversion back to a representative TEH value.
Thesedefault values must be used in order to apply Tier 2 modeling to these constituents in the absence
of accurate laboratory analysis. At Tiear®l Ter 3, owners and operators have the option of analyzing
for these specific constituents and applying them to the specific target levels in Appendices A and B
instead of using the TEH conversion method if an approved laboratory and laboratory technique are
used.

135.8(4) Boring depth for samplingWhen drilling for the placement of groundwater monitoring
wells, if groundwater is encountered, drilling must continue to the maximum of 10 feet befoat the
encountered groundwater or to the bottom of soil contamination as estimated by field screening. If
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groundwater isiot encountered, drilling must continue to the deeper of 10 feet below the soil contami-
nation as estimated by field screening or 75 feet from the ground surface.

135.8(5) Bedrock aquifer assessmetirior to conducting any groundwater drilling, a groundwa-
ter professional must determine if there is a potential to encounter bedrock before groundwater. Thes
potential areas include (1) areas where karst features or outcrops exist in the vicinity and (2) areas witl
bedrock less than 50 feet from the surface as illustrateiéirl Bnd Tier 2 guidance. The purpose of
this determination is to prevent drilling through contaminated subsurface areas thereby creating a pref-
erential pathway to a bedrock aquifer. If the first encountered groundwater is above bedrock but neal
the bedrock surface or fluctuates above and below bedrock, the groundwater professional should eva
uate the subsurface geology and aquifer characteristics to determine the potential for creating a prefel
ential pathway. If it is determined that the aquifer acts like a nongranular aquifer as provided in
135.10(3)a” or bedrock is encountered before groundwater, the groundwater professional must con-
duct a Tier 2 assessment for all pathways under 135.10(455B), including the specified bedrock proce
dures under 135.10(3).

If the first encountered groundwater is above bedrock with sufficient separation and aquifer charac-
teristics to establish that it acts as a granular aquifer, site assessment may proceed under the site che
procedure in 135.6(455B), the Tier 1 procedure in 135.9(455B) or the Tier 2 procedure in
135.10(455B) awould be customary regardless of the bedrock designation. However, even under this
condition, drilling through bedrock should be avoided in contaminated areas.

567—135.9(455B) Tier 1 site assessment policy and procedure.

135.9(1) General. The main objective of a Tier 1 site assessment is to reasonably determine the
highest concentrations of chemicals of concern which would be associated with any suspected or con
firmed release and an accurate identification of applicable receptors. In addition, the placement anc
depth ofborings and the construction of monitoring wells must biicgerit todetermine the sources of
all releases, the vertical extent of contamination, an accurate description of site stratigraphy, and a reli
able determination of groundwater flow direction.

a. Pathway assessmenthe pathways to be evaluated at Tier 1 are the groundwater ingestion
pathway, soil leaching to groundwater pathway, groundwater vapor to enclosed space pathway, soi
vapor to enclosed space pathway, soil to plastic water line pathway, groundwater to plastic water line
pathwayand the surface water pathway. Assessment requires a determination of whether a pathway i
complete, an evaluation of actual and potential receptors, a determination of whether conditions are
satisfied for obtaining no further action clearance for individual pathways, or for obtaining a complete
site classification of “no action required.” A pathway is considered complete if a chemical of concern
has a route which could be followed to reach an actual or potential receptor.

b. Pathwayclearance.If field data for an individual pathway does not exceed the applicable Tier
1 levels or if a pathway is incomplete, no further action is required to evaluate the pathway unless other:
wisespecified in these rules. If the field data for a pathway exceeds the applicable Tier 1 level(s) in the
“lowa Tier 1 Look-up Table,” the response is to conduct further assessment under Tier 2 or Tier 3 un-
less an effective institutional control is approved. In limited circumstances excavation of contami-
nated soils may be used as an option to obtain pathway clearance. If further site assessment indicat
site data exceeds an applicable Tier 1 level(s) for a previously cleared pathway or the conditions justi:
fying adetermination of pathway incompleteness change, that pathway must be reevaluated as part of
Tier 2 or Tier 3 assessment.

c. Chemical group clearancdf field data for all chemicals of concern within a designated group
of chemicals is below the Tier 1 levels, no further action is required as to the group of chemicals unless
otherwisespecified in these rules. Group one consists of benzene, ethylbenzene, toluene, and xylene
(BTEX). Group two consists of naphthalene, benzo(a)pyrene, benz(a)anthracene and chrysene; TEI
default values are incorporated into the lowa Tier 1 Look-Up Table and Appendix A for group two
chemicals.
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d. Site classificationA site can be classified as no action required only after all pathways have
met the conditions for pathway clearance as provided in this rule.

e. Groundwater sampling procedur&roundwater sampling and field screening must be con-
ducted in accordance with department Tier 1 guidance. A minimum of three properly constructed
groundwater monitoring wells must be installed, subject to the limitations on maximum drilling
depths, for the purpose of identifying maximum concentrations of groundwater contamination, sus-
pected sources of releases, and groundwater flow direction.

(1) Field screening must be used to locate suspected releases and to determine locations with the
greatest concentrations of contamination. Field screening is required as per department guidance at
each former and current tank basin, each former and current pump island, along the piping, and at any
other areas of actual or suspected releases. In placing monitoring wells, the following must be consid-
ered: field screening data, available current and historical information regardietptises, tank and
piping layout, site conditions, and drilling data available from sites in the vicinity. At least one well
must beplaced at each suspected source of release which shall include at a minimum: the pump island
with the greatest field screening level, each current and former underground storage tank basin, and if
field screening shows greater levels than at the pump islands or tank basins, at other suspected sources
of releases. As a general rule, wells should be installed outside of the tank basin through native soils but
as close to the tank basin as feasible. A well must be installed in a presumed downgradient direction
and within 30 feet of the sample with the greatest field screening level. Three of the wells must be
placed in a triangular arrangement to determine groundwater flow direction.

(2) Where the circumstances which prompt a Tier 1 assessment identify a discrete source and
cause of a release, and the groundwater professional is able to rule out other suspected sources or con-
tributing sources such as pump islands, piping runs and tank basins, the application of field screening
and groundwater well placement may be limited to the known source.

f.  Soil sampling procedureThe objective of soil sampling is to identify the maximum con-
centrations of soil contamination in the vadose and saturated zones and to identify sources of releases.
The same principles stated above apply to soil sampling. Soil samples must be taken from borings with
the greatest field screening levels even if the boring will not be converted to a monitoring well. At a
minimum, soil and groundwater samples must be collected for analysis from all borings which are con-
verted to monitoring wells.

lowa Tier 1 Look-Up Table

Group 1 Group 2: TEH
Benzene | Toluene | Ethylbenzene | Xylenes | Diesel* | Waste
Media Exposure Pathway| Receptor Oil
Groundwater actual 5 1,000 700 10,000 1,200 400
Ingestion potential 290 7,300 3,700 73,000 | 75,000 | 40,000
Groundwater | Groundwater Vapor| all 1,540 20,190 46,000 NA 2,200,000/ NA
(ug/L) to Enclosed Space
Groundwater to all 290 7,300 3,700 73,000 | 75,000 | 40,000
Plastic Water Line
Surface Water all 290 1,000 3,700 73,000 | 75,000 | 40,000
Soil Leaching all 0.54 42 15 NA 3,800 NA
to Groundwater
Soll Soil Vapor all 1.16 48 79 NA 47,500 NA
(mg/kg) to Enclosed Space
Soil to Plastic all 1.8 120 43 NA 10,500 NA
Water Line

NA: Not applicable. There are no limits for the chemical for the pathway, because for groundwater
pathways the concentration for the designated risk would be greater than the solubility of the pure
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chemical inwater, and for soil pathways the concentration for the designated risk would be greater than
the soil concentration if pure chemical were present in the soil.

TEH: Total Extractable Hydrocarbons. The TEH value is based on risks from naphthalene, ben-
zo(a)pyrene, benz(a)anthracene, and chrysene. Refer to Appendix B for further details.

Diesel*. Standards in the Diesel column apply to all low volatile petroleum hydrocarbons except
waste oil.

135.9(2) Conditions requiring Tier 1 site assessmeddhless owners and operators choose to con-
duct a Tier 2 assessment, the presence of bedrock requires a Tier 2 assessment as provided in 135.8
or these rules otherwise require preparation of a Tier 2 site assessment, a Tier 1 site assessment must
completed in response to release confirmation as provided in rule 135.6(455B), or tank closure inves
tigation under 135.15(455B), or other reliable laboradmglysis which confirms the presence of con-
tamination above the action levels in 135.14(455B).

135.9(3) Tier 1 assessmergport. Unless directed to do otherwise by the department or the owners
or operators choose to prepare a Tier 2 site cleanup report, owners and operators must assemble inft
mation about the site and the nature of the release in accordance with the department Tier 1 guidanc
including information gained while confirming the release under 135.6(455B), tank closure under
135.15(455B) or completing the initial abatement measures in 135.7(1) and 135.7(2). This informa-
tion must include, but is not necessarily limited to, the following:

a. Data on the nature and estimated quantity of release.

b. Results of any release investigation and confirmation actions required by subrule 135.6(3).

c. Results othe free product investigations required under 135&(3p), to be used by owners
and operators to determine whether free product must be recovered under 135.7(5).

d. Chronology of property ownership and underground storage tank ownership, identification of
the person(s) having control of, or having responsibility for the daily operation of the underground
storageanks and the operational history of the underground storage tank system. The operational his:
tory shall include, but is not limited to, a description of or suspected known subsurface or aboveground
releases, past remediation or other corrective action, type of petroleum product stored, recent tank an
piping tightness test results, any underground storage tank system repairs, upgrades or replacemer
and the underground storage tank and piping leak detection method being utilized. The operationa
history shall confirm that current release detection methods and record keeping comply with the re-
quirements of 135.5(455B), that all release detection records have been reviewed and report any ev
dence that a release detection standard has been exceeded as provided in 135.5(4) and 135.5(5).

e. Appropriate diagrams of the site and the underground storage tank system and surrounding
land use, identifying site boundaries and existing structures and uses such as residential propertie:
schools, hospitals, child care facilities and a general description of relevant land use restrictions anc
known future land use.

f.  Current proof of financial responsibility as required by 136.19(455B) and 136.20(455B) and
the status of coverage for corrective action under any applicable financial assurance mechanism or ott
er financial assistance program.

g. A receptor survey including but not limited to the following: existing buildings, enclosed
spaces (basements, crawl spaces, utility vaults, etc.), conduits (gravity drain lines, sanitary and storr
sewer mains and service lines), plastic water lines and other utilities within 500 feet of the source. For
conduitsand enclosed spaces there must be a description of construction material, conduit backfill ma-
terial, slope of conduit and trenches (include flow direction of sewers), burial depth of utilities or sub-
surface enclosed spaces, and the relationship to groundwater elevations.

h. An explosive vapor survey of enclosed spaces where there may be the potential for buildup of
explosive vapors. The groundwater professional must provide a specific justification for not conduct-
ing an explosive vapor survey.

i. A survey of all surface water bodies within 200 feet of the source.
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j- A survey of all active, abandoned and plugged groundwater wells within 1,000 feet of the
source with a description of construction and present or future use.

k. Accurate and legible site maps showing the location of all groundwater monitoring wells, soil
borings, field screening locations and screening values, and monitoring well and soil boring construc-
tion logs.

I. A tabulation of all laboratory analytical results for chemicals of concern and copies of the labo-
ratory analytical reports.

m. Results of hydraulic conductivity testing and description of the procedures utilized.

n. ATier 1 site assessment in accordance with the department’s Tier 1 guidance. The Tier 1 report
shall besubmitted on forms and in a format prescribed by this guidance. The Tier 1 data analysis shall
be performed by using computer software developed by the department or by using the computer soft-
ware’s hard-copy version.

135.9(4) Groundwater ingestion pathway assessmériie groundwater ingestion pathway ad-
dresses the potential for human ingestion of petroleum-regulated substances from existing groundwa-
ter wells or potential drinking water wells.

a. Pathway completenesshis pathway is considered complete if: (1) there is a drinking or non-
drinking water well within 1,000 feet of the source(s) exhibiting the maximum concentrations of the
chemicals of concern; or (2) the first encountered groundwater is a protected groundwater source.

b. Receptor evaluationA drinking or non-drinking water well within 1,000 feet of the source(s)
is an actual receptomhe Ter 1 levels for actual receptors apply to drinking water wells and the Tier 1
levels for potential receptors apply to non-drinking water wells. Potential receptor points of exposure
exist if the first encountered groundwater is a protected groundwater source but no actual receptors
presently exist within 1,000 feet of the source.

c. Pathway clearancelf the pathway is incomplete, no further action is required for this path-
way. If the Ter 1 level for actual or potential receptors is not exceeded, no further action is required for
this pathway. Groundwater wells that are actual or potential receptors may be plugged in accordance
with 567—Chapter 39 and 567—Chapter 49 and may result in no further action clearance if the
groundwater is not a protected groundwater source and the pathway is thereby incomplete.

d. Corrective action responsdf maximum concentrations exceed the applicable Tier 1 levels
for either actual or potential receptors, a Tier 2 assessment must be conducted unless effective institu-
tional controls are implemented as provided below. Technological controls are not acceptable at T
for this pathway. Abandonment and plugging of drinking and non-drinking water wells in accordance
with 567—Chapters 39 and 49 is an acceptable corrective action response.

e. Use of institutional controlsTo apply an effective institutional control, if drinking or non-
drinking water wells are present within 1,000 feet of the source, and the applicable Tier 1 level is ex-
ceededthe well(s) for which there is an exceedence must be properly plugged. If the groundwater is a
protected groundwater source and the maximum concentrations do not exceed the Tier 1 level for po-
tentialreceptors but do exceed the Tier 1 level for actual receptors, the owner or operator must provide
notification of site conditions on a department form to the department water supply section, or if a
county has delegated authority, then the designated county authority responsible for issuing private
water supply construction permits or regulating non-public water well construction as provided in
567—Chapters 38 and 49.

If the groundwater is a protected source and the maximum concentrations exceed the Tier 1 level for
potential receptors, the owner or operator must (1) implement an institutional control prohibiting the
use of the groundwater for installation of drinking and non-drinking water wells within 1,000 feet of
the source; and (2) provide notification as provided above. If an effective institutional control is not
feasible, a Tier 2 assessment must be performed for this pathway in accordance with rule
135.10(455B).
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135.9(5) Soil leaching to groundwater pathway assessmg&hts pathway addresses the potential
for soil contamination to leach to groundwater creating a risk of human exposure through the ground-
water ingestion pathway.

a. Pathway completenesH.the groundwater ingestion pathway is complete, the soil leaching to
groundwater pathway is considered complete.

b. Receptor evaluationThere is a single receptor type for this pathway and one applicable Tier 1
level.

c. Pathway clearancelf the pathway is incomplete or the pathway is complete and the maxi-
mum concentrations of chemicals of concern do not exceed the Tier 1 levels, no further action is re-
quired for assessment of this pathway.

d. Corrective action responséf the Tier 1 levels are exceeded for this pathway, a Tier 2 assess-
ment must be conducted or alternatively, institutional controls or soil excavation may be undertaken in
accordance with 135.9(T.”

e. Use of institutional cortts. Institutional controls must satisfy the conditions applicable to the
groundwater ingestion pathway as provided in 135:8(4)

135.9(6) Groundwater vapor to enclosed space pathway assessifieistpathway addresses the
potential for vapors from contaminated groundwater to migrate to enclosed spaces where human:
could inhale chemicals of concern at unacceptable levels. This pathway assessment assumes tl
health-based Tier 1 levels will adequately protect against any associated short- and long-term explo
sive risks.

a. Pathway completenes3his pathway is always considered complete for purposes of Tier 1
and must be evaluated.

b. Explosive vapor surveyAn explosive vapor survey must be conducted in accordance with
proceduresutlined in the department Tier 1 guidance. If potentially explosive levels are detected, the
groundwater professional must notify the owner or operator with instructions to report the condition in
accordancevith 567—Chapter 131. The owner or operator must begin immediate response and abate-
ment procedures in accordance with 135.7(455B) and 567—Chapter 133.

c. Receptoevaluation. For purposes of Tier 1, there is one receptor type for this pathway and the
Tier 1 level applies regardless of the existence of actual or potential receptors.

d. Pathway clearanceNo further action is required for this pathway, if the maximum groundwa-
ter concentrations do not exceed the Tier 1 levels for this pathway.

e. Corrective action responséf the maximum concentrations exceed the Tier 1 levels for this
pathway, aiBr 2 assessment of this pathway must be conducted unless institutional controls are imple-
mented. Technological controls are not acceptable at Tier 1 for this pathway.

f.  Use of institutional controlsAn institutional control must be effective to prohibit the place-
ment of enclosed space receptors within 500 feet of the source.

135.9(7) Soil vapor to enclosed space pathway assessridig.pathway addresses the potential
for vapors from contaminated soils to migrate to enclosed spaces where humans could inhale chemi
cals of concern at unacceptable levels. This pathway assessment assumes health-based screening |
els at Tier 1 will adequately protect against short- and long-term explosive risks.

a. Pathway completenes3his pathway is always considered complete for purposes of Tier 1
and must be evaluated

b. Explosive vapor surveyAn explosive vapor survey must be conducted in accordance with
proceduresutlined in the department Tier 1 guidance. If potentially explosive levels are detected, the
groundwater professional must notify the owner or operator with instructions to report the condition in
accordancevith 567—Chapter 131. The owner or operator must begin immediate response and abate-
ment procedures in accordance with 135.7(455B) and 567—Chapter 133.

c. Receptor evaluationtor purposes of Tier 1, there is one receptor type for this pathway, and the
Tier 1 level applies regardless of existing or potential receptors.
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d. Pathway clearanceNo further action is required for this pathway, if the maximum soil con-
centrations do not exceed the Tier 1 levels for this pathwé#lye Tier 1 levels are exceeded, soil gas
measurements may be taken in accordance with the Tier 2 guidance at the area(s) of maximum con-
centration. Subject to confirmation sampling, if the soil gas measurements do not exceed the target
levels in 135.10(7§,” no further action is required for this pathwayth# Tier 1 level is not exceeded
but the soil gas measurement exceeds the target level, further action is required for the pathway.

e. Soil gas sampleslo establish that the soil gas measurement is representative of the highest
expected levels, a groundwater professional must obtain two soil gas samples taken at least two weeks
apart. One of the samples must be taken below the typical frostline depth during a seasonal period of
lowest groundwater elevation.

f.  Corrective action responsdf the maximum concentrations exceed the Tier 1 levels and the
soil gas measurements exceedettevels for this pathway, or if no soil gas measurement was taken, a
Tier 2 assessment of this pathway must be conducted unless institutional controls are implemented or
soil excavation is conducted as provided below. Technological controls are not accepiabtefar T
this pathway.

g. Use of institutional controlsAn institutional control must be effective to eliminate the place-
ment of enclosed space receptors within 500 feet of the source.

h.  Soil excavation Excavation of contaminated soils for the purpose of removing soils contami-
nated above the Tier 1 levels is permissible as an alternative to conducting a Tier 2 assessment. Ade-
quate field screening methods must be used to identify maximum concentrations during excavation.
At a minimum, one soil sample must be taken for field screening every 100 square feet of the base and
each sidewall. Soil samples must be taken for laboratory analysis at least every 400 square feet of the
baseand each sidewall of the excavated area to confirm that remaining concentrations are below Tier 1
levels. If the excavation is less than 400 square feet, a minimum of one sample must be analyzed for
each sidewall and the base.

135.9(8) Groundwater to plastic water line pathway assessméhts pathway addresses the po-
tential for creating a drinking water ingestion risk due to contact with plastic water lines and causing
infusion to the drinking water.

a. Pathway completeness and receptor evaluation.

(1) Actual receptors. This pathway is considered complete for an actual receptor if there is an ex-
isting plastic water line within 200 feet of the source and the first encountered groundwater is less than
20 feet below ground surface.

(2) Potential receptors. This pathway is considered complete for a potential receptor if the first
encountered groundwater is less than 20 feet below ground surface.

b. Pathway clearancelf the pathway is not complete, no further action is required for this path-
way. If the pathway is complete and the maximum concentrations of all chemicals of concern do not
exceed the Tier 1 levels for this pathway, no further action is required for this pathway.

c. Utility company notification.The utility company which supplies water service to the area
must be notified of all actual and potential plastic water line impacts. Notification of potential plastic
water line impacts may be postponed until completion of Tier 2 if a Tier 2 assessment is required.

d. Corrective action response.

(1) For actual receptors, if the Tier 1 levels are exceeded, all plastic water lines within 200 feet
must be replaced with nonplastic lines or the plastic lines must be relocated beyond the 200-foot dis-
tance. A Tier 2 assessment must be conducted for this pathway if lines are not replaced or relocated.

(2) For potential receptors, upon utility company notification, no further action will be required
for this pathway.

135.9(9) Soil to plastic water line pathway assessmdittis pathway addresses the potential for
creating a drinking water ingestion risk due to contact with plastic water lines and infusion into the
drinking water.

a. Pathway completeness.
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(1) Actualreceptors. This pathway is considered complete for an actual receptor if a plastic water
line exists within 200 feet of the source.

(2) Potential receptors. This pathway is always considered complete for potential receptors.

b. Pathway clearancelf the pathway is not complete for actual receptors, no further action is
requiredfor this pathway. If the pathway is complete for actual receptors and the maximum concentra-
tions of all chemicals of concern do not exceed Tier 1 levels for this pathway, no further action is re-
quired. For potential receptors, upon utility company notification, no further action will be required
for this pathway for potential receptors.

c. Utility company notification.The utility company which supplies water service to the area
must be notified of all actual and potential plastic water line impacts. Notification of potential plastic
water line impacts may be postponed until completion of Tier 2 if a Tier 2 assessment is required.

d. Correctiveaction responseFor actual receptors, if the Tier 1 levels are exceeded for this path-
way, the plastic water lines may be replaced with nonplastic lines or the plastic lines must be relocatec
to a distance beyond 200 feet of the source. Excavation of soils to below Tier 1 levels may be undertak
en in accordance with 135.9(f)" If none of these options is implemented, a Tier 2 assessment must
be conducted for this pathway.

135.9(10) Surface water pathway assessmérttis pathway addresses the potential for contami-
nated groundwater to impact surface water bodies creating risks to human health and aquatic life.

a. PathwaycompletenessThis pathway is considered complete if a surface water body is present
within 200 feet of the source. For purposes of Tier 1, surface water bodies include both general use
segments and designated use segments as provided in 567—subrule 61.3(1).

b. Receptoevaluation. The Tier 1 levels for this pathway only apply to designated use segments
of surface water bodies as provided in 567—subrules 61.3(1) and 61.3(5). The point of compliance i
the source with the highest concentrations of chemicals of concern. General use segments of surfac
water bodies as provided in 567—paragraph 61'8{1are only subject to the visual inspection crite-
ria.

c. Visual inspection requirementé visual inspection of all surface water bodies within 200 feet
of the source must be conducted to determine if there is evidence of a sheen on the water or there
evidence opetroleum residue along the bank. If a sheen or residue is evident or has been reported to b
presentthe groundwater professional must make a sufficient investigation to reasonably determine its
source. If in the opinion of the groundwater professional, the sheen is not associated with the under
groundstorage tank site, the professional must report and reasonably justify this opinidine ¢fgm-
ion of the groundwater professional the sheen is not a petroleum-regulated substance, a sample must
laboratory tested in accordance with 135.16(455B) to confirm it is not a petroleum-regulated sub-
stance.

d. Pathway clearancelf the pathway is not complete or it is complete and the maximum con-
centrations of all chemicals of concern at the point of compliance do not exceed the Tier 1 levels anc
there is no petroleum sheen or residue attributable to the site, no further action is required for asses:
ment of this pathway.

e. Correctiveaction lesponself a Tier 1 level is exceeded for any chemical of concern for a des-
ignated use segment within 200 feet of the source, or the groundwater professional determines th
presence of petroleum-regulated substance sheen or residue, a Tier 2 assessment of this pathway mu:
be conducted.

135.9(11) Tier 1 submission and review procedures.

a. Within 90 calendar days of release confirmation or another reasonable period of time deter-
mined by the department, owners and operators must submit to the departiaettragort in a for-
mat prescribed by the department and in accordance with these rules and the department Tier 1 guic
ance.

b. If the owner or operator elects to prepare a Tier 2 site cleanup report instead of a Tier 1 assess
ment, the department must be notified in writing prior to the expiration of the Tier 1 submission dead-
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line. The Tier 2 site cleanup report must be submitted to the department in accordance with rule
135.10(455B) within 180 calendar days of release confirmation or another reasonable period of time
determined by the department.

c. Tier 1 report completeness and accuracy. A Tier 1 report is considered to be complete if it con-
tainsall the information and data required by this rule and the department Tier 1 guidance. The report is
accurate if the information and data is reasonably reliable based first on application of the standards in
these rules and department guidance and second, generally accepted industry standards.

d. The certified groundwater professional shall include the following certification witheha T
site assessment report:

I, , Groundwater Professional Certification No.
, afamiliar with all applicable requirements of lowa Code section 455B.474 and
all rules and procedures adopted thereunder including, but not limited to, 567—Chapter 135 and the
Department of Natural Resources Tier 1 guidance. Based on my knowledge of those documents and
information | have prepared and reviewed regarding this site, UST Registration No.

, LUST No. | certify that this document is complete and accurate as
provided in567 IAC 135.9(11c” and meets the applicable requirementh@flier 1 site assessment.
Signature:
Date:

e. Uponreceipt of the Tier 1 report, the department may review it by reliance on the groundwater
professional’s certification and a summary review for completeness and accuracy or may undertake a
more complete review to determine completeness and accuracy and compliance with department rules
and guidance. If the Tier 1 report proposes to classify the site “no action required,” the department may
review the report as provided in 135.9(tl)

f.  If a“no action required” site classification is not proposed, the department must within 60 days
approve the Tier 1 report for purposes of completeness or disapprove of the report upon a finding of
incompleteness, inaccuracyrmncompliance with these rules. If no decision is made within this time
period, the report is deemed to be accepted for purposes of completeness. The department retains the
authority to review the report at the time a no action required site classification is proposed.

g. No action required site classification review. The department will review each Tier 1 report
which proposes to classify a site as “no action required” to determine whether the data and information
are complete and accurate, the data and information comply with department rules and guidance and
the site classification proposal is reasonably supported by the data and information.

135.9(12) Tier 1 site classification and corrective action response.

a. No action required site classification. At Tier 1, a site is only eligible for a “no action required”
classification. To be classified as no action required, each pathway must meet the requirements for
pathwayclearance as specified in this rule. If the department determines a no action required site clas-
sification is appropriate, a no further action certificate will be issued as provided in 135.12(10).

b. Where arindividual pathway or a chemical group meets the requirements for clearance but the
site is not entitled to a no action required classification, only those pathways and chemical groups
which donot meet the no further action requirements must be evaluated as part of a Tier 2 assessment as
provided in rule 135.10(455B).

c. Compliance monitoring and confirmation sampling. Compliance monitorimgf in accept-
ablecorrective action at Tier 1. Except for soil gas sampling under 135.9(7), confirmation sampling to
verify a sample does not exceed a Tier 1 level is not required. However, the department retains the
authority to require confirmation sampling from existing groundwater monitoring wells if a no action
requiredclassification is being proposed at Tier 1 and the department has a reasonable basis to question
the representative validity of the samples based on, for example, the seasonal bias of the sampling,
evidence ofmultiple sources of releases, marginal groundwater monitoring well locations and analyti-
cal variability.
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d. Expedited corrective actionExpedited corrective action is permissible in accordance with
135.12(11).

567—135.10(455B) Tier 2 site assessment policy and procedure.

135.10(1) General conditions.A Tier 2 site assessment must be conducted and a site cleanup
reportsubmitted for all sites which have not obtained a no action required site classification and for all
pathways and chemicals of concern groups that have not obtained no further action clearance as pre
vided in135.9(455B). If in the course of conducting a Tier 2 assessment, data indicates the conditions
for pathway clearance under Tier 1 no longer exist, the pathway shall be further assessed under thi
rule. The Tier 2 assessment and report must be completed whenever free product is discovered as prc
vided in 135.7(455B). If the owner or operator elects to complete the Tier 2 site assessment withou
doing a Ter 1 assessment, all the Tier 1 requirements as provided in 135.9(455B) must be met in addi-
tion to requirements under this rule.

a. Guidance.The Tier Xite assessment shall be conducted in accordance with the department’s
“Tier 2 Site Assessment Guidance” and these rules. The site cleanup report shall be submitted on form
and in a format prescribed by this guidance. The Tier 2 data analysis shall be performed by using com
puter software developed by the department or by using the computer software’s hard-copy version

b. Classification. At Tier 2, individual pathways may be classified as high risk or low risk or no
action required and separate classification criteria may apply to actual and potential receptors for an
pathway. A single pathway may have multiple classifications based on actual or potential receptor
evaluations. Apathway must meet both the criteria for actual and potential receptors for the pathway to
obtain a classification of no action required. Sites may have multiple pathway classifications. For a
site toobtain a no action required classification, all pathways must meet the individual pathway criteria
for no action required classification.

c. Public right-of-way. As a general rule, public right-of-way will not be considered an area of
potential receptor exposure except for potential sanitary sewer evaluation under the soil and ground
water vapor pathways, subrules 135.10(6) and 135.10(7).

135.10(2) General Tier 2 assessment procedures.

a. Objectives.The objective of a Tier 2 assessment is to collect site-specific data and with the use
of Tier 2 modeling determine what actual or potential receptors could be impacted by chemicals of
concern and what concentrations at the source are predicted to achieve protection of these receptot
Both Tier 1 and Tier 2 are based on achieving similar levels of protection of human health, safety and
the environment.

b. Groundwater modelingTier 2 uses fate and transport models to predict the maximum dis-
tance groundwater contamination is expected to move and the distribution of concentrations of chemi-
cals ofconcern within this area. The model is used for two basic purposes. One, it is used to predict a
what levels of concentration contamination would be expected to impact actual and potential recep-
tors. Two, it is used to determine a concentration at the source which if achieved, and after dispersior
and degradation, would protect actual and potential receptors at the point of exposure. In predicting th
transport ofontaminants, the models assume the contaminant plume is at “steady state” such that con
centrations throughout the plume have reached a maximum level and are steady or decreasing. Tt
Tier 2 models are only designed to predict transport in a direct line between the source and downgradi
ent to a receptor. In order to more reasonably define a modeled plume in all directions, p&atagraph
defines a method of decreasing modeled concentrations as a percentage of their distance in degre
from the downgradient direction.

c. Soilvapor models.The soil vapor models are vertical transport models and do not use model-
ing to predict soil contaminant transport horizontally to receptors.

d. Soil leaching to groundwater modelinghe soil leaching to groundwater model is a model
that predicts the maximum concentrations of chemicals of concern that would be expected in ground-
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water due to vertical leaching from the area of maximum soil concentrations and then incorporates the
groundwater transport models to predict contaminant transport through groundwater pathways.

e. Modeling default parameter3he Ter 2 model formulas and applicable parameters are desig-
nated inAppendix B and must be followed unless otherwise specified in these rules. Unless otherwise
specified, target levels at a point of exposure may be the Tier 1 level(s) or may be determined using
site-specific parameterd.he target level at a point of exposure is calculated using the Tier 1 formulas
in Appendix A and either site-specific measurements or the default values for those parameters identi-
fied as “optional” and “site-specific” in Appendix B.

f.  Source width.The source width and source length are variables used in modeling and must be
determined by the following criteria and as specified in the department’s Tier 2 guidance. The follow-
ing are not to be used as criteria for defining the extent of the contaminant plumes.

(1) Source width (equals,3n models¥or groundwater transport modeling. The sum of group
one chemical (benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, xylenes or “BTEX") concentrations for each ground-
water sample idetermined and the location of the sample with the maximum total BTEX is identified.
Linear interpolation is used to estimate the area where groundwater concentrations would be expected
to exceed 50 percent of the maximum BTEX value, and this area is considered for the source width
measurement. The same procedure is used to determine source width for group two chemicals, using
TEH in groundwater. The width of the groundwater contamination perpendicular to estimated ground-
water flow direction (&) is determined, and the larger of either group one or group two chemicals is
used in the groundwater transport model.

(2) Source width (§) and source length (equals W in models) for soil leaching to groundwater
transport modeling. Both the source width perpendicular to the estimated groundwater flow direction
(Sw) and the source length parallel to the estimated groundwater flow direction (W) are used in the soil
leaching to groundwater model. The sum of BTEX concentrations for each soil sample is determined
and the location of the sample with the maximum total BTEX is identified. Concentrations from both
the vadose zone and the saturated zone must be considered when determining the maximum. Linear
interpolation is used to estimate the area where soil concentrations would be expected to exceed 50
percent of the maximum BTEX value, and this area is considered for the source width and source
length measurements. The same procedure is used to determine source width for group 2 chemicals,
using TEH in soil. Source width and source length measurements for BTEX in groundwater are also
taken following the same linear interpolation criteriéfin(1) above. The source width value used in
the model is the greatest of either the soil source width measurements or the groundwater source width
measurement. The source length value used in the model is the greatest of either of the soil source
length measurements or the groundwater length measurement.

(3) Estimatingsource width when free product is present. Groundwater from wells with free prod-
uct must be analyzed for BTEX and the source width and source length are estimated using the criteria
in 135.10(2)f" (1) and 135.10(2}" (2) above. For those sites with approved site cleanup reports and
free product present in wells but actual BTEX values are not available, source width and source length
may be estimated in accordance with 135.10(Z}) and 135.10(2)" (2) using the default BTEX
values for groundwater in 135.18(4) or estimated by using the area representing half the distance be-
tween wells with free product and wells without free product, whichever method is greater.

g. Modeled simulation lineThe simulation line represents the predicted maximum extent of
groundwater contamination and distribution of contaminant concentrations between the source(s) and
actual or potential receptor locations. The model calculates the simulation line using maximum con-
centrations at the source(s) and predicting the amount of dispersion and degradation. Modeled data in
the simulation line are compared with actual field data to verify the predictive validity of the model and
to make risk classification decisions.

h. Modeled site-specific target level (SSTL) lifidie modeled SSTL line represents acceptable
levels of contaminant concentrations at points between and including the source(s) and an applicable
point(s) of exposure or other point(s) of compliance (ex. a potential receptor point of exposure). The
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SSTLline is calculated by assuming an applicable target level concentration at the point(s) of exposure
or point(s) of compliance and modeling back to the source to determine the maximum concentrations
at the source (SSTL) that must be achieved to meet the target level at the point of exposure or comnr
pliance. Comparison of field data to this SSTL line is used to determine a risk classification and deter-
mine appropriate corrective action response.

i. Crossgradientand upgradient modelingn determining the SSTL line and the simulation line
in directions other than downgradient, the modeled contaminant concentrations are applied to reduce
distances, aspecified in the “Tier 2 Guidance.” The modeled results are applied to 100 percent of the
distance within an angle of 30 degrees on either side of the range of downgradient directions, as spec
fied in Tier 2 guidance. The modeled results are applied to 20 percent of the distance in the upgradier
direction and directly proportional distances between these two outer limits. If the groumpladiter
ent is less than 0.005 or the groundwater contaminant plume shows no definitive direction or shows
directional reversals, the modeled concentratimaspplied to 100 percent of the distance in all direc-
tions from the source. As the downgradient velocity increases, the upgradient modeled distance is re
duced to less than 20 percent of the downgradient modeled distance.

j.  Plume definition. The purpose of plume definition at Tier 2 is to obtain sufficient data to deter-
mine the impact on actual and potential receptors, to determine and confirm the highest levels of con-
tamination, to verify the validity of the models, and to determine groundwater flow direction. The
number and location of borings and monitoring wells and the specificity of plume definition will de-
pend on the pathway or pathways being assessed and the actual or potential receptors of concern. U
less otherwise specified, groundwater and soil contamination shall be defined to Tier 1 levels for the
applicable pathways. Linear interpolation between two known concentrations must be used to delin-
eate plume extent. Samples with no concentrations detected shall be considered one-half the detectic
limit for interpolation purposes.

k. Pathway completenesklnless a pathway has obtained clearance under Tier 1, each pathway
must beevaluated at Tier 2. Pathways are generally considered complete (unless otherwise specified
and receptors affected if actual receptors or potential receptor points of exposure exist within the mod-
eled contaminant plume using the modeled simulation line calculated to the applicable target level at
point of exposure. If the actual contaminant plume exceeds the modeled plume, the pathway is com
plete and must be evaluated if actual or potential points of exposure exist within a distance extending
10 percent beyond the edge of the defined plume.

I.  Points ofexposure and complianc&or actual receptors, the point(s) of exposure is the recep-
tor. For potential receptors, the potential receptor point(s) of exposure is determined by using actua
plumedefinition or the modeled simulation line to determine all points which exceed the target level(s)
for potential receptors. The potential receptor point(s) of exposure is the location(s) closest to the
source where a receptor could reasonably exist and which is not subject to an institutional control; for
example, the source is the potential receptor point of exposure if not subject to an institutional control
or an adjoining property boundary line if that property is not subject to an institutional control. At Tier
2, the point(s) of exposure or potential receptor point(s) of exposure is a point of compliance unless
otherwise specified. Other points of compliance are specified by rules and will generally include all
points along the SSTL line for purposes of pathway and site classification and corrective action re-
sponse.

m. Group two chemicalsAt Tier 2, chemical-specific values for the four chemicals may be used
or the largest of the four TEH default values. (Refer to Appendix B and department Tier 2 guidance for
using the TEH conversion method for modeling.) If chemical-specific values are used, the analytical
method must be approved by the department prior to its use.
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135.10(3) Bedrock assessment.

a. General.As provided in 135.8(5), if bedrock is encountered before groundwater, special as-
sessment procedures under this subrule apply. The Tier 2 assessment procedures apply to the extent
they are not inconsistent with this subrule. The objectives of these special procedures are to avoid
creating a preferential pathway for contamination through a confining layer to a bedrock aquifer; to
avoid creating a preferential pathway to a fractured system, and to determine whether groundwater
transport modeling can be used and, if not, what alternative procedures are required. The owner or
operator may choose to conduct a Tier 3 assessment under 135.11(455B) as an alternative to proceed-
ing under this subrule. For sites where bedrock is encountered before groundwater, there are three gen-
eral categories of site conditions which determine the assessment procedures that apply:

(1) Nongranular bedrock. Nongranular bedrock is bedrock which is determined to not act as a
granular aquifer as provided in subparagraph (2). Nongranular bedrock generally has some type of
fractured system where groundwater transport modeling cannot be applied and which makes it diffi-
cult to define the extent of contamination.

(2) Granular bedrock. Granular bedrock is bedrock which is determined to ayeasiar aqui-
fer and for which monitoring wells do not exist at the source as of August 15, 1996. For purposes of this
rule, a granular aquifer is one that shows no extraordinary variations or inconsistencies in groundwater
elevations across the site, groundwater flow, hydraulic conductivities, or total dissolved solid con-
centrations among monitoring wells. Although the extent of contamination can be defined in granular
bedrock, groundwater transport modeling cannot be used because there are no monitoring wells at the
source.

(3) Exemptgranular bedrock. Exempt granular bedrock is bedrock which is determined to act as a
granular aquifer as provided in subparagraph (2) and for which monitoring wells exist at the source as
of August 15, 1996. Sites in exempt granular bedrock shall be evaluated using the ieortrad Tier
2 procedures in this rule. Nongranular bedrock is not exempt from this subrule even if groundwater
monitoring wells exist at the source.

b. Exempt soil pathwaysThe soil vapor to enclosed space pathway and the soil to plastic water
lines pathway shall be assessed under the normal Tier 2 procedures in subrules 135.10(7) and
135.10(9) respectively. In all cases, the normal assessment must comply with the policy of avoiding a
preferential pathway to groundwater consistent with 135.8(5) and this subrule.

c. Soil and groundwater assessmefhe vertical and horizontal extent of soil contamination
shallfirst be defined to Tier 1 levels for the soil leaching to groundwater pathway without drilling into
bedrock. Aminimum ofthree groundwater monitoring wells shall be located and installed between 50
to 100 feet beyond the soil contamination Tier 1 levels to avoid creating a preferential pahasay.
lytical data as normally required by these rules and guidance must be obtained.

d. Soil contamination remediatiofor all sites where soil contamination exceeds the soil leach-
ing to groundwater Tier 1 levels, soil excavation or other active soil remediation technology must be
conducted in accordance with department guidance to reduce concentrations to belewlttéval.

Soil remediation monitoring must be conducted in accordance with 135.12(455B).

e. Groundwateplume definition. If it is determined the groundwater acts in a manner consistent
with a granular aquifer as provided in subparadi@p(2) and guidance but does not meet the criteria
for exemption under subparagrdjafi (3), the plume must be defined. The policy of avoiding the cre-
ation of a preferential pathway to the bedrock aquifer in accordance with 135.8(5) must be followed.

f.  Soil leaching to groundwater ingestion pathwaynder this subrule, the soil leaching to
groundwater pathwagnly need be evaluated in combination with the groundwater ingestion pathway.
Because of the policies requiring soil remediation to the soil leaching to groundigatetevels un-
der paragraph®” and“k,” the soil leaching pathway target levels applicable to other groundwater
transport pathways and other soil pathways would not be exceeded. If a soil leaching to groundwater
Tier 1 level is exceeded, the pathway is high risk.

g. Special procedures for the groundwater ingestion pathway.
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(1) A protected groundwater source is assumed without measurements of hydraulic conductivity
for all sites designated as granular or nongranular bedrock.

(2) Groundwatervell receptor evaluation for granular and nongranular bedrock designations. All
drinking and non-drinking water wells within 1,000 feet of the source must be ideatifiegsted for
chemicals otoncern. All public water supply systems within one mile of the source must be identified
and raw water tested for chemicals of concern. If no drinking water wells are located within 1,000 feet
of the source, all the area within 1,000 feet is considered a potential receptor point of exposure.

(3) Target levels. The following target levels apply regardless of granular aquifer designation. If
drinking water wells are within 1,000 feet of the source, the applicable target level is the groundwater
ingestionpathway Tier 1 level for actual receptors. If non-drinking water wells are within 1,000 feet of
the source, the applicable target level is the groundwater ingestion pathway Tier 1 level for potential
receptors. For potential wells, the applicable target level is the groundwater ingestion pathway Tier 1
level for potential receptors.

(4) Sentrywell. If the Tier 1 level for actual receptors is exceeded at sites designated as granular
bedrock and the receptor has not yet been impacted, a monitoring well shall be placed between th
source and an actual receptor, outside the defined plume and approximately 200 feet from the actuz
receptor. For alternative well placement, the certified groundwater professional must provide justifi-
cation and obtain department approval. This monitoring well is to be used for monitoring potential
groundwater contamination of the receptor.

(5) High risk classification. A site where bedrock is encountered before groundwater shall be
classifiedhigh risk for this pathway if any of the following conditions exist regardless of granular aqui-
fer determination: The target level at any actual receptor is exceeded; drinking water well receptors are
present within 1,000 feet and groundwater concentrations in any monitoring well exceed the ground-
water ingestion Tier 1 level for actual receptors; non-drinking water wells are within 1,000 feet and
groundwater concentrations in any monitoring well exceed the groundwater ingestion padngay T
level for potential receptors; or for sites designated nongranular bedrock, if groundwater concentra-
tionsfor chemicals of concern from any public water system well within one mile of the source exceed
40 percent of the Tier 1 level for actual receptors, and groundwater concentrations in any monitoring
well exceed the groundwater ingestion Tier 1 level for actual receptors. Corrective action shall be un-
dertaken as provided in paragrdgtf

(6) Low risk classification. Sites without an actual receptor within 1,000 feet shall be classified as
low risk for this pathway if no high risk conditions exist, and the Tier 1 level for potential receptors is
exceeded. The site is subject to monitoring as provided in pardgtaphi an actual receptor exists
within 1,000 feet, a site designated as granular or nongranular bedrock shall be classified low risk for
this pathway when soil contamination has been removed or remediated to below the soil leaching tc
groundwater Tier 1 levels, and all groundwater monitoring wells are non-detect or below the applica-
ble target level for actual and potential receptors. A site may be reclassified to no action required for
this pathway after all monitoring wells meet the exit monitoring criteria as specified in pardgraph
(Note: Exit monitoring is required because groundwater monitoring wells are not located at the source
or if they are, the data is highly unreliable given the nature of bedrock.) If actual receptors do not exist
or have been properly plugged and concentrations exceed the Tier 1 level for potential receptors, insti
tutional controls and notification to permitting authorities may be employed in accordance with
135.10(4%i.” The institutional control must prohibit use of groundwater for 1,000 feet.

h. Special procedures for the groundwater vapor to enclosed space pathway.

(1) Soil gas plume. Soil gas measurements must be taken regardless of granular aquifer deter
minationand in accordance with Tier 2 guidance to determine a soil gas plume. Soil gas where practi-
cal should be measured at the soil-bedrock interface. At a minimum, soil gas must be measured at tt
suspected area of maximum contamination and near the three monitoring wells with the highest con
centrations that exceed the Tier 1 level for the groundwater to enclosed space pathway. Where th
plume has been defined, soil gas measurements should be taken near wells exceeding the Tier 1 levi
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Other soil gas measurements must be taken as needed to define the extent of contamination where soll
gas measurements exceed the soil gas vapor target levels.

(2) The soil gas target levels are those defined in 135:10(7)

(3) High risk classification. A site designated as granular or nongranular bedrock shall be classi-
fied high risk for this pathway if an actual confined space receptor exists within 50 feet of the soil gas
plume based on the soil gas target level as defined in 135.10(6).

(4) Low risk classification. A site designated as granular or nongranular bedrock shall be classi-
fied aslow risk for this pathway if the soil gas exceeds the vapor target level at any point and no actual
confined space receptors exist within 50 feet of the soil gas contaminant plume.

i.  Special procedure for the groundwater to plastic water line pathway.

(1) Target level. The applicable target level is the Tier 1 level for plastic water lines.

(2) High risk classification. A site designated as granular or nongranular bedrock shall be classi-
fied high risk for this pathway if the highest groundwater elevation is higher than three feet below the
bottom of gplastic water line as provided in 135.1068) (1), risk classification cannot be determined
as provided in 135.12(455B) due to limitations on placement of monitoring wells, and plastic water
lines exist within 200 feet of a monitoring well which exceeds the Tier 1 level.

j.-  Special procedures for the surface water pathwayy surface water body within 200 feet of
the source must be evaluated under the following for sites designated as granular or nongranular bed-
rock. The provisions of 135.10(10) apply to the extent they are not inconsistent with the following,
including the visual inspection requirements.

(1) Point ofcompliance. The monitoring well closest to the surface water body must be used as the
point of compliance to evaluatapacts to designated use segments as described in 135.10(10) and for
general use segments that fail the visual inspection criteria of 135 10(10j the surface water cri-
teria is exceeded for a designated use segment, an allowable discharge concentration must be calcu-
latedand met at the point of compliance. For general use segments failing the visual inspection criteria,
the acutely toxic target level must be met at the point of compliance.

(2) High risk classification. A site designated as granular or nongranular bedrock shall be classi-
fied high risk for this pathway if the surface water body is within 200 feet of the source, risk classifica-
tion cannot be determined as per 135.12(455B) due to limitations on placement of monitoring wells,
and the monitoring well closest to the designated use segment exceeds the allowable discharge con-
centration. Ageneral use segment failing the visual inspection criteria is high risk if, after the sheen is
removed, the monitoring well closest to the general use segment exceeds thematitelget level.

(3) Low risk classification. If the allowable discharge concentration is not exceeded at the point of
compliance, the site shall be classified as low risk for this pathway and subject to monitoring under
paragraphil.” The monitoring well closest to the receptor shall serve as the sentry well for monitoring
purposes.

k.  High risk corrective actionesponse.Owners and operators have the option to conduct a Tier 3
assessment in accordance with 135.11(455B).

(1) Groundwater ingestion pathway. For high risk sites, where soil exceeds the soil leaching to
groundwater Tier 1 level for actual receptors, soil excavation or other active remediation of soils must
be conducted in accordance with department guidance to reduce soil concentrations below the soil
leaching Ter 1 level. Corrective action other than monitoring of groundwater is required at sites desig-
nated as nongranular bedrock if the actual receptor has been or is likely to be impacted. Corrective
action other than monitoring of groundwater is required at sites designated as granular bedrock if the
actual receptor has been impacted or the sentry well required by 1351@43)has been impacted
above Tier 1 levels. Acceptable corrective action for impacted or vulnerable groundwater wells may
include active remediation, technological controls, institutional controls, well plugging, relocation,
and wellreinstallation with construction measures sufficient to prevent contaminant infiltration to the
well and to prevent formation of a preferential pathway.



IAC 1/15/97 Environmental Protection[567] Ch 135, p.43

(2) Groundwater ingestion pathway high risk monitoring. For high risk sites designated as non-
granular or granular bedrock, if the soil concentrations do not exceed the soil leaching to groundwate
Tier 1 levels or have been reduced to this level by corrective action, and corrective action of groundwa:
ter is not required as in subparagraph (1), these sites shall be subject to groundwater monitoring as pr
vided in paragrapHl.” Corrective action other than monitoring of groundwater is required at sites
designated as granular bedrock if groundwater concentrations exceed the applicable target level les
than 200 feet from an actual receptor. Reevaluation of the potential for impact to actual receptors is
required at sites designated as nongranular bedrock if concentrations from monitoring wells increase:
more than 20 percent of the previous samples.

(3) Otherpathways. For high risk sites other than groundwater ingestion, active remediation must
be conducted to reduce concentrations below the applicable target levels including the use of institu.
tional and technological controls.

I.  Monitoring. For high and low risk sites, annual monitoring at a minimum is required as speci-
fied below, and potential receptor status for low risk sites must be confirmed. Annual monitoring may
be used to meet the exit requirements for no action required classification in accordance with para:
graph“m.”

(1) Groundwater in nongranular bedrock designations. All groundwater monitoring wells must
be monitored at least annually.

(2) Groundwater igranular bedrock designations. The following monitoring wells must be mon-
itored at least annually: a well with detected levels of contamination closest to the leading edge of the
groundwater plume between the source and the receptor, and a sentry well with concentrations beloy
the applicable target level consistent with subparagtgipf4) and paragragh’

(3) Soil gas. For sites where the soil gas target level is exceeded, annual monitoring of soil gas is
required at the suspected area of maximum contamireibetween the soil gas plume and any ac-
tual receptors within 100 feet of the soil gas plume.

m. No actionequired classification A sitemay be given a no action required classification after
conducting a Tier 2 assessment as provided in this subrule if maximum soil concentrations do not ex
ceedthe Tier 1 levels for the soil leaching pathway, and if groundwater exit monitoring criteria and soil
gas confirmation sampling are met as specified below.

(1) Groundwater in nongranular bedrock designations. Exit monitoring requires that samples
from all groundwater monitoring wells must not exceed the applicable target levels for annual sam-
pling for three consecutive years.

(2) Groundwater in granular bedrock designations. Exit monitoring must be met in two ways: A
monitoring well between the source and the receptor must not exceed applicable target levels for thre
sampling events, and samples must be separated by at least six months; and the three most recent ct
secutive groundwater samples from a monitoring well between the source and the receptor with de:
tected levels of contamination must show a steady or declining trend and meet the following criteria:
The first of the three samples must be more than detection limits, concentrations cannot increase mor
than 20 percent from the first of the three samples to the third sample; concentrations cannot increas
more than 20 percent of the previous sample; and samples must be separated by at least six montt

(3) Sail gas. Confirmation sampling for soil gas must be conducted as specified in 135712(6)

n. After receiving a no action required classification, all monitoring wells must be properly
plugged in accordance with 567—Chapters 39 and 49.

135.10(4) Groundwater ingestion pathway assessment.

a. Pathway completenesklnless cleared at Tier 1, this pathway is complete and must be evalu-
ated under any of the following conditions: (1) the first encountered groundwater is a protected
groundwatesource; or (2) there is a drinking water well or a non-drinking water well within the mod-
eled groundwater plume or the actual plume as provided in 135j10&0)d 135.10(2k.”

b. Receptor evaluationAll existing drinking water wells and non-drinking water wells within
the modeled plume or the actual plume as provided in pard@aphust be evaluated as actual recep-



Ch 135, p.44 Environmental Protection[567] IAC 1/15/97

tors. Potential receptors only exist if the groundwater is a protected groundwater source. Potential
receptor points of exposure are those points within the modeled plume or actual plume that exceed the
potential point of exposure target level. The point(s) of compliance for actual receptor(s) is the recep-
tor. The point(s) of compliance for potential receptor(s) is the potential receptor point of exposure as
provided in 135.10(2) and 135.10(2k.”

c. Target levelsFor drinking water wells, the target level at the point(s) of exposure is the Tier 1
level for actual receptors. For non-drinking water wells, the target level at the point(s) of exposure is
the Tier 1 levels for potential receptors. For potential receptors, the target level at the potential receptor
point(s) of exposure is the Tier 1 level for potential receptors.

d. The soil leaching to groundwater pathway must be evaluated in accordance with 135.9(5) if
this pathway is complete.

e. Modeling. At Tier 2, the groundwater well is assumed to be drawing from the contaminated
aquifer,and the groundwater transport model is designed to predict horizontal movement to the well. If
the groundwater professional determines that assessment of the vertical movement of contamination is
advisable to determine the potential or actumact to the well source, a Tier 3 assessment of this verti-
cal pathway may be conducted. The groundwater professional shall submit a work plan to the depart-
ment specifying the assessment methods and objectives for approval in accordance with
135.11(455B). Factors which should be addressed include, but are not limited to, well depth and
construction, radius of influence, hydrogeologic separation of aquifer, preferential pathways, and dif-
fering water quality characteristics.

f.  Plume definition.The groundwater plume shall be defined to the applicable Tier 1 level for
actualreceptors except, where there are no actual receptors and the groundwater is a protected ground-
water source, the plume shall be defined to the Tier 1 level for potential receptors.

g. Pathway classificationThis pathway shall be classified as high risk, low risk or no action
required in accordance with 135.12(455B).

h. Corrective action response.Corrective action must be conducted in accordance with
135.12(455B).Abandonment and plugging of wells in accordance with 567—Chapter 39 and Chapter
49 is an acceptable corrective action response.

i.  Use of institutional controlsThe use of institutional controls may be used to obtain no action
required pathwaglassification. If the pathway is complete and the concentrations exceed the applica-
ble Tier 1 level(s) for actual receptors, the drinking or non-drinking water well must be properly
plugged in accordance with 567—Chapters 39 and 49 and the institutional control must prohibit the
use of a protected groundwater source (if one exists) within the actual or modeled plume as provided in
135.10(2)j" and 135.10(2k.” Ifthe Tier 1 level is exceeded for potential receptors, the institutional
control must prohibit the use of a protected groundwater source within the actual or modeled plume,
whichever igyreater. If concentrations exceed the Tier 1 level for drinking water wells and the ground-
water is a protected groundwater source, the owner or operator must provide notification of the site
conditions on a department form to the department water supply section, or if a county has delegated
authority, then the designated county authority responsible for issuing private water supply construc-
tion permits oregulating non-public water well construction as provided in 567—Chapters 38 and 49.

135.10(5) Soil leaching to groundwater pathway assessment.

a. General. The soil leaching to groundwater pathway is evaluated using a one-dimensional
model which predicts vertical movement of contamination through soil to groundwater and trans-
ported by the groundwater to a receptor. The model is used to predict the maximum concentrations of
chemicals otoncern that would be present in groundwater beneath a source which is representative of
residual soil contamination and maximum soil concentrations. The predicted groundwater concentra-
tions then must be used as a groundwater source concentration to evaluate its impact on other ground-
water transport pathways, including the groundwater ingestion pathway, the groundwater vapor path-
way, the groundwater plastic line pathway and the surface water pathway.
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b. Pathway completenes$his pathway is complete whenever a groundwater transport pathway
is complete as provided in this rule.

c. Plume definition.The soil plume shall be defined to the Tier 1 levels for the soil leaching to
groundwater pathway.

d. Receptor evaluationReceptors for this pathway are the same as the receptors for each com-
plete groundwater transport pathway.

e. Modeling and target levelsThe soil and groundwater parameters shall be measured as pro-
vided in 135.10(2).

The soil leaching to groundwater model shall be used to calculate the predicted groundwater source
concentration. Each applicable groundwater transport pathway model shall then be used in accor
dance with the rules for that pathway to predict potential impact to actual receptors, the location of
potential receptor points of exposure and the site-specific target level (SSTL) in groundwater at the
source. This SSTL then is used to calculate a SSTL for soil at the source. If the soil concentrations
exceed the SSTL for soil, corrective action response shall be evaluated.

f.  Correctiveaction esponse.If the maximum soil concentration at the source exceeds the SSTL
for soil for actual or potential receptors, corrective action must be taken in accordance with
135.12(455B).

135.10(6) Groundwater vapor to enclosed space pathway assessment.

a. Pathway completeneskinless cleared at Tier 1, this pathway is always considered complete
for purposes of Tier 2.

b. Explosivevapor survey.If an explosive vapor survey has not been conducted as part of a Tier 1
assessment, an explosive vapor survey of enclosed spaces ecwsileted during the Tier 2 assess-
ment in accordance with 135.9(6) and procedures outlined in the department’s Tier 1 guidance.

c. Confinedspace eceptor evaluationActual and potential receptors are evaluated at Tier 2 for
this pathway.

(1) Actual receptors. An existing confined space within the modeled groundwater plume or the
actual groundwater plume as provided 85.10(2)j" and 135.10(2k” is an actual receptoFor the
purpose of Tier 2, a confined space is a basement in a building occupied by humans. Buildings
constructed with a concrete slab on grade or buildings constructed without a concrete slab, but with
crawl space are not considered confined spaces. Sanitary sewers are considered confined space rec
tors and preferential pathways if an occupied building exists within 200 feet of where the sewer line
crosses over or through actual or modeled groundwater contamination which exceeds the target leve
calculated for sewers. The sanitary sewer includes its utility envelope. The point of exposure is the
receptorand points of compliance include the locations where target level measurements may be taker
as provided in paragrapt® and“g.”

(2) Potential receptors. Potential receptors are confined spaces that do not presently exist bu
could exist in the future. Areas within the actual groundwater plume perimeter or modeled groundwa-
ter plume perimeter are considered potential receptor points of exposure. Potential receptors are evall
atedand target levels established based on the current zoning as provided in pafagrdple poten-
tial receptor point of exposure is a point of compliance.

d. Owners and operators may be required to address vapor inhalation hazards in occupied space
otherthan confined spaces as defined in these rules when evidence arises which would give the depar
ment a reasonable basis to believe vapor hazards are present or may occur.

e. Plume definition.

(1) The soil plume must be defined in accordance with 135 T0(#)r the purposes of estimat-
ing source width and source length used in soil leaching to groundwater and groundwater transpor
models.

(2) The groundwater plume must be defined to the target levels derived from site-specific data as
provided in paragrapH.”
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f.  Target levels.Target levels can be based on groundwater concentrations, soil gas measure-
ments, and indoor vapor measurements as provided below.

(1) For actual receptors and potential receptors, groundwater modeling as provided in 135.10(2) is
used to calculate the groundwater concentration target level at the point of exposure. Default residen-
tial exposure factors, default residential building parameters, angeariak of 16* are used to deter-
mine target levels for actual receptors and potential receptor points of exposure in residential areas and
areaswith no zoning. Default nonresidential exposure factors, default nonresidential building param-
eters, and a target risk of-4@re used to determine target levels for actual receptors and potential re-
ceptor points oéxposure in nonresidential areas. Default values are provided in Appendices A and B.

(2) For actual receptors, the indoor vapor target levels are designated in 135" 10F@y actual
and potential receptors, the soil gas target levels are designated in 136710(7)

(3) Sanitary sewers are treated as human health receptors, and groundwater concentration target
levels at the point of exposure are based on the application of a target risk of fox dércinogens
and a hazard quotient of 2 for noncarcinogens.

g. Pathway evaluation and classificatioblpon completion of analysis of field data and mod-
eled data, the pathway must be classified high risk, low risk or no further action as provided in
135.12(455B).

(1) Actual receptors. If it can be demonstrated that the groundwater plume has reached steady
state concentrations under a confined space, indoor vapor measurements at the point(s) of exposure
and soil gas measurements at an alternative point(s) of compliance may be used for the pathway evalu-
ation. When assessing sanitary sewers for pathway clearance, soil gas measurements may be evaluat-
ed against the soil gas target levels; however, indoor vapor cannot be used as criteria for pathway clear-
ance. Soil gas measurements shall be taken and analyzed in accordance with 135.16(5) and the
department’s Tier 2 guidance, and at locations in the plume where measured groundwater concentra-
tions exceed the levels which are projected by modeling to exist beneath the actual receptor. If mea-
sured groundwater concentrations ben#datactual receptor exceed the levels projected from model-
ing, then the soil gas measurements may be taken either adjacent to the actual receptor in areas
expected t@xhibit the greatest soil gas measurements or at an alternative point of compliance between
the source and receptor where the actual groundwater concentrations exceed the groundwater con-
centrations which exist beneath the confined space. If the soil gas measurements and confirmation
sampledaken in accordance with 135.12¢8) do not exceed the soil gas target levels, the pathway as
to actual receptors shall be classified no action required. If the soil gas target levels are exceeded, either
the pathway shall be classified high risk, or indoor vapor measurements may be taken in accordance
with the department'si@r 2 guidance. If indoor vapor measurements and confirmation samples do not
exceedhe indoor vapor target levels, the pathway as to actual confined space receptors shall be classi-
fied no action required. If the Tier 1 indoor vapor target levels are exceeded, the pathway shall be clas-
sified high risk.

(2) Potential receptors. If the potential receptor groundwater concentration target level(s) is ex-
ceeded at any potential receptor point of exposure based on actual data or modeling, the pathway shall
be classified low risk. However, if soil gas measurements taken at the potential receptor point(s) of
exposureand alternate point(s) of compliance and confirmation samples do not exceed the target levels
in 135.10(7),” the pathway, as to potential receptors, shall be classified no action required. If the
target level(s) for potential sanitary sewer receptors is exceeded, the pathway shall be classified as low
risk. Where the area of potential receptor exposure includes public right-of-way, the pathway may be
classified as naction required if the owner or operator provides sufficient documentation to establish
that there are no foreseeable plans for construction of sanitary sewers through the area of potential re-
ceptorexposure. The municipal authority must acknowledge consent to the no action required classifi-
cation whenever target levels are exceeded. If the municipal authority reports that it has confirmed
plans for construction of sanitary sewers through the area of potential receptor exposure, the pathway
shall be reevaluated as an actual receptor.
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h. Corrective action responseJnless the pathway is classified as no action required, corrective
action for this pathway must be conducted as provided in 135.12(455B). Actual receptors are subjec
to corrective actions which: (1) reduce groundwater concentrations beneath the enclosed space to b
low the target level; (2) reduce the measured soil gas levels to below the sodgdsvats; (3) reduce
the indoor vapor concentrations to below the indoor vapor target level; or (4) reduce the vapor level to
below 10 percent of the lower explosive limit (LEL), if applicable. Potential receptors are subject to
the monitoring requirements in 135.12(5). Soil vapor monitoring may be conducted in lieu of ground-
watermonitoring for this pathway. Institutional or technological controls as provided in 135.12(455B)
may be used.

i.  Municipal authority notification for potential sewer receptorfhe municipal authority re-
sponsiblefor sewer construction must be notified of the environmental conditions whenever target lev-
el(s) is exceeded for potential sanitary sewers. The notification must show the area where groundwate
concentrations and soil gas samples exceed target levels. The owner or operator must acknowledg
whatplans, if any, exist for construction of sanitary sewers through the area of potential receptor expo-
sure.

135.10(7) Soil vapor to enclosed space pathway assessment.

a. Pathway completenesklnless cleared at Tier 1, this pathway is always considered complete
for purposes of Tier 2.

b. Explosiverapor surveylf an explosive vapor survey has not been conducted as part of a Tier 1
assessment, an explosive vapor survey of enclosed spaces ewwsileted during the Tier 2 assess-
ment in accordance with 135.9(6) and procedures outlined in the department’s Tier 1 guidance.

c. Confinedspace receptor evaluatiorActual and potential receptors are evaluated at Tier 2 for
this pathway.

(1) Actualreceptors. An existing confined space within 50 feet of the edge of the plume is an actu-
al receptor.For the purpose of Tier 2, a confined space is a basement in a building occupied by humans
Buildings constructed with a concrete slab on grade or buildings constructed without a concrete slab,
but with a crawl space are not considered receptors. Sanitary sewers are considered confined spa
receptors and preferential pathways if an occupied building exists within 200 feet of where the sewer
line crosses over or through soil contamination which exceeds the target levels calculated for sewers
The sanitary sewer includes its utility envelope. The point of exposure is the receptor and points of
compliance include the locations where target level measurements may be taken as provided in pare
graphs'f” and“g.”

(2) Potential receptors. Potential receptors are confined spaces that do not presently exist bu
couldexist in the future. Areas where soil concentrations are greater than the Tier 1 level applicable to
residential areas or alternative target levels for nonresidential areas as specified in pdfagraph
considered potential receptor points of exposure. Potential receptors are evaluated and target leve
establishedbased on the current zoning. An area with no zoning is considered residential. The poten-
tial receptor point of exposure is a point of compliance.

d. Owners and operators may be required to address vapor inhalation hazards in occupied space
otherthan confined spaces as defined in these rules when evidence arises which would give the depar
ment a reasonable basis to believe vapor hazards are present or may occur.

e. Plume definition.The soil plume must be defined to the Tier 1 level for this pathway unless
vapormeasurements taken at the area(s) with the maximum levels of soil contamination do not exceec
the soil gas target level in 135.10€7) If soil gas measurements taken from the area(s) of maximum
soil concentration do not exceed target levels, confirmation sampling must be conducted in accordanct
with 135.12(6)c” prior to proposing a no action pathway classification.

f.  Target levels.Target levels can be based on soil concentrations, soil gas measurements, and
indoor vapor measurements as provided below:
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(1) For actual receptors, the soil concentration target level is the Tier 1 level. For potential recep-
tors, the soil concentration tgat level for residential areas and areas with no zoning is the Tier 1 level.
For areas zoned nonresidential, the target level is calculated using the default nonresidential exposure
factors and building parameters from Appendix A and a target risk‘f 10

(2) The following indoor vapor target levels apply to actual receptors other than sanitary sewers
and the soil gas target levels apply to all actual and potential receptors. These levels were derived from
the ASTM indoor air inhalation and the soil vapor to enclosed space models designated in Appendix A.

Indoor Vapor (pg/m34,)  Soil Gas (1g/m3)
Benzene 39.2 600,000
Toluene 555 9,250,000

(3) Sanitary sewers are treated as human health receptors, and soil concentration target levels at
the point of exposure are based on application of a target risk of2 fof Garcinogens and hazard
quotient of 2 for noncarcinogens.

g. Pathway evaluation and classification.

(1) Actual receptors. Confined space receptors may be evaluated using soil gas measurements
and indoor vapor measurements. When assessing sanitary sewers for pathway clearance, soil gas mea-
surementsnay be evaluated against the soil gas target levels, however, indoor vapor cannot be used as
criteria for pathway clearance. Soil gas measurements shall be taken adjacent to the actual receptor or
at an alternative point of compliance between the source and receptor such as the property boundary,
and in accordance with 135.16(5) and the department’s Tier 2 guidance. If the soil gas measurements
and confirmation samples taken in accordance with 135t2(@jo not exceed the soil gas target lev-
els,the pathway as to actual receptors shall be classified no action required. If the soil gas target levels
are exceeded, either the pathway shall be classified high risk, or indoor vapor measurements may be
taken in accordance with the department’s Tier 2 guidance. If indoor vapor measurements and con-
firmation samples do not exceed the indoor vapor target levels, the pathway as to actual receptors shall
be classified no action required. If the indoor vapor target levels are exceeded, the pathway shall be
classified high risk.

(2) Potential receptors. If the potential receptor target level(s) based on soil concentrations is ex-
ceeded at any potential receptor point of exposure, the pathway shall be classifiskl IbVowever,
if soil gas measurements taken at the potential receptor point(s) of exposure and alternate point(s) of
compliance and confirmation samples do not exceed the target levels in pat§frapé pathway
shall beclassified no action required as to potential receptors. If the target level(s) for potential sanitary
sewer receptors is exceeded, the pathway shall be classified as low risk. Where the area of potential
receptor exposure includes public right-of-way, the pathway may be classified as no action required if
the owner or operator provides sufficient documentation to establish that there are no foreseeable plans
for construction of sanitary sewers through the area of potential receptor exposure. The municipal au-
thority must acknowledge consent to the no action required classification whenever target levels are
exceeded. If the municipal authority reports that it has confirmed plans for construction of sanitary
sewers through the area of potential receptor exposure, the pathway shall be reevaluated as an actual
receptor.

h. Corrective action responseJnless the pathway is classified as no action required, corrective
actionfor this pathway must be conducted as provided in 135.12(455B) and in accordance with depart-
ment Tier 2 guidance. Actual receptors are subject to corrective actions which: (1) reduce the indoor
vaporconcentrations to below the target level; (2) reduce measured soil gas levels to below the soil gas
target levels; and (3) if applicable, reduce the vapor level to below 10 percent of the lower explosive
limit (LEL). Potential receptors are subject to monitoring requirements as provided in 135.12(5). Soil
vapormonitoring may be conducted in lieu of soil monitoring for this pathway. Institutional or techno-
logical controls as provided in 135.12(455B) may be used.
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i.  Municipal authority notification for potential sewer receptorBhe municipal authority re-
sponsiblefor sewer construction must be notified of the environmental conditions whenever target lev-
el(s) is exceeded for potential sanitary sewers. The notification must show the area where soil con
centrations and soil gas samples exceed target levels. The owner or operator must acknowledge wh
plans, if any, exist for construction of sanitary sewers through the area of potential receptor exposure

135.10(8) Groundwater to plastic water line pathway assessment.

a. Pathway completeness and receptor evaluation.

(1) Actual receptors include all plastic water lines where the highest groundwater elevation is
higher than three feet below the bottom of the plastic line at the measured or predicted points of expo
sure. The highest groundwater elevation is the estimated average of the highest measured groundwats
elevations for each year. All plastic water lines must be evaluated for this pathway regardless of dis-
tancefrom the source and regardlesshaf Tier 1 evaluation, if the lines are in areas with modeled data
above the SSTL line. If actual data exceeds modeled data, then all plastic water lines are considere
actual receptors if they are within a distance extending 10 percent beyond the edge of the contaminatr
plume defined by the actual data.

(2) Potential receptors include all areas where the first encountered groundwater is less than 2(
feet deep and where actual data or modeled data are above Tier 1 levels.

(3) The point(s) of exposure is the plastic water line, and the points of compliance are monitoring
wells between the source and the plastic water line which would be effective in monitoring whether the
line has been or may be impacted by chemicals of concern.

b. Plume definition.If this pathway is complete for an actual receptor, the groundwater plume
must bedefined to the Tier 1 levels, with an emphasis between the source and any actual plastic wate
lines. The water inside the plastic water lines shall be analyzed for all chemicals of concern.

c. Target levels.Groundwater modeling as provided in 135.10(2) must be used to calculate the
projected concentrations of chemicals of concern and site-specific target levels. The soil leaching to
groundwatepathway must be evaluated to ensure contaminated soil will not cause future groundwater
concentrations to exceed site-specific target levels. The target level at the point(s) of exposure is th
Tier 1 level.

d. Pathway classificationUpon completion of analysis of field data and modeled data, the path-
way must be classified high risk, low risk or no further action as provided in 135.12(455B). The water
quality inside the plastic water lines is not a criteria for clearance of this pathway.

e. Utility company notification.The utility company which supplies water service to the area
must benotified of all actual and potential plastic water line impacts. If the extent of contamination has
beendefined, this information must be included in utility company notification, and any previous noti-
fication made at Tier 1 must be amended to include this information.

f.  Corrective action response.

(1) For actual receptors, unless the pathway is classified as no further action, corrective action for
this pathway must be conducted as provided in 135.12(455B). If the concentrations of chemicals of
concern in avater line exceed the Tier 1 levels for actual receptors farthendwater ingestion path-
way, immediate corrective action must be conducted to eliminate exposure to the water, including but
not limited to replacement of the line with an approved nonplastic material.

(2) For potential receptors, upon utility company notification, no further action will be required
for this pathway for potential receptors.

135.10(9) Soil to plastic water line pathway assessment.

a. Pathway completeness and receptor evaluation.

(1) Actual receptors include all plastic water lines within ten feet of the soil plume defined to the
Tier 1 level. All plastic water lines must be evaluated for this pathway regardless of distance from the
source, if the lines are in areas where Tier 1 levels are exceeded.

(2) Potential receptors include all areas where Tier 1 levels are exceeded.
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b. Plume definition. The extent of soil contamination must be defined to Tier 1 levels for the
chemicals of concern.

c. Target level.The point(s) of exposure include all areas within ten feet of the plastic water line.
The target level at the point(s) of exposure is the Tier 1 level.

d. Pathwayclassification. Upon completion of analysis of field data and modeled data, the path-
way must be classified high risk, low risk or no further action as provided in 135.12(455B). Measure-
ments of water quality inside the plastic water lines may be required, but are not allowed as criteria to
clear this pathway.

e. Utility company notification.The utility company which supplies water service to the area
must benotified of all actual and potential plastic water line impacts. If the extent of contamination has
beendefined, this information must be included in utility company notification, and any previous noti-
fication made at Tier 1 must be amended to include this information.

f.  Corrective action response.

(1) For actual receptors, unless the pathway is classified as no further action, corrective action for
this pathway must be conducted as provided in 135.12(455B).

(2) For potential receptors, upon utility company notification, no further action will be required
for this pathway for potential receptors.

135.10(10) Surface water pathway assessment.

a. Pathway completenestinless maximum concentrations are less than the applicable Tier 1
levels,this pathway is complete and must be evaluated under any of the following conditions: (1) there
is a designated use surface water within the modeled groundwater plume or the actual plume as pro-
vided in 135.10(2f" and 135.10(2p" ; or (2) any surface water body which failed the Tier 1 visual
inspection as provided in 135.9(10).

b. \Visual inspectionA visual inspection must be conducted according to 135.9(10)If a
sheen or residue from a petroleum-regulated substance is present, soil and groundwater sampling must
be conducted to identify the source of the release and to define the extent of the contaminant plume to
the levels acutely toxic to aquatic life as provided in 567—subrule 61.3(2).

c. Receptor evaluation.

(1) Surface water criteria apply only to designated use segments of surface water bodies as pro-
vided in 567—subrules 61.3(1) a6d.3(5). If the surface water body is a designated use segment and
if maximum groundwater concentrations exceed applicable surface water criteria, the extent of con-
tamination must be defined as provided in paragfdgh The point of compliance for measuring
chemicals of concern at the point of exposure is the groundwater adjacent to the surface water body
because surface water must be protected for low flow conditions. In-stream measurements of con-
centrations are not allowed as a basis for no further action.

(2) If the visual inspection indicates the presence of a petroleum sheen in a general use segment
within 200 feet of the source, as defined in 567—paragraph 6’ 3(1he segment must be evaluated
as an actual receptor. The point of compliance for measuring chemicals of concern at the point of expo-
sure is the groundwater adjacent to the general use segment.

d. Plumedefinition. The groundwater plume must be defined to the surface water criteria levels
for designated use segment receptors and to the acutely toxic levels for general use segment receptors,
with an emphasis between the source and the surface water body.

e. Target levelsDetermining target levels for this pathway involves a two-step process.

(1) Groundwater modeling as provided in 135.10(2) must be used to calculate the projected con-
centrations of chemicals of concern at the point of compliance. If the modeled concentrations or field
data athe point of compliance exceed surface water criteria for designated use segments, an allowable
discharge concentration must be calculated. If the projected concentrations and field data at the point
of compliance do not exceed surface water criteria, no further action is required to assess this pathway.
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(2) The department water quality section will calculate the allowable discharge concentration us-
ing information provided by the certified groundwater professional on a department form. Required
informationincludes, at a minimum, the site location and a discharge flow rate calculated according to
the department’s Tier 2 guidance. The allowable discharge concentration is the target level which mus
be met adjacent to the surface water body which is the point of compliance.

(3) The target level at the point of exposure/compliance for general use segments subject to evalu
ation is the acutely toxic levels established by the department under 567—Chapter 61 and 567—sub
rule 62.8(2). If the modeled concentrations of field data at the point of exposure/compliance exceed
the acutely toxic levels, modeling must be used to determine site classifications and corrective actior
in accordance with 135.12(455B).

f.  Pathway classificationUpon completion of analysis of field data and modeled data, the path-
way must be classified high risk, low risk or no further action as provided in 135.12(455B).

(1) For general use segments, as defined in 567—subrule 61.3(1), if the groundwater professiona
determines there is no sheen or residue present or if the site is not the source of the sheen or residue o
the sheen does not consist of petroleum-regulated substances, no further action is required for asses
ment ofthis pathway. If a petroleum-regulated substance sheen is present, the pathway is high risk an
subject to classification in accordance with 135.12(455B).

(2) For designated use segments, as provided in 567—subrules 61.3(1) and 61.3(5), if projectec
concentrations athemicals of concern and field data at the point of compliance do not exceed the tar-
get level adjacent to the surface water, and the groundwater professional determines there is no she
or residue present, no further action is required for assessment of this pathway.

g. Corrective action responséJnless the pathway is classified as no further action, corrective
actionfor this pathway must be conducted as provided in 135.12(455B). For surface water bodies fail-
ing the visual inspection criteria, corrective action must eliminate the sheen and reduce concentration:
to below the site specific target level in accordance with 135.12(455B).

135.10(11) Tier 2 submission and review procedures.

a. Owners and operators must submit a Tier 2 site cleanup report within 180 days of the date the
departmenapproves or is deemed to approve a Tier 1 assessment report under 135.9(12). If the owne
or operator has elected to conduct a Tier 2 assessment instead of a Tier 1, or a Tier 2 assessment is
quired due to the presence of free product under 135.7(5), the Tier 2 site cleanup report must be sul
mittedwithin 180 days of the date the release was confirmed. The department may establish an alterna
tive schedule for submittal.

b. Site cleanup report completeness and accuracyerREite cleanup report is considered to be
complete if it contains all the information and data required by this rule and the department’s Tier 2
guidance. The report is considered accurate if the information and data are reasonably reliable base
first onthe standards in these rules and department guidance, and second, on generally accepted indt
try standards.

c. The certified groundwater professional responsible for completion of the Tier 2 site assess-
ment and preparation of the report must accompank Tier 2 site cleanup report with a certification
as set out below:

l, , groundwater professional certification number
, am familiar with all applicable requirements of lowa Code section 455B.474
and all rules and procedures adopted thereunder including, but not limited to, the Department of Natu:
ral Resources’ Tier 2 guidance. Based on my knowledge of those documents and the information |
have prepared and reviewed regarding this site, UST registration number

LUST No. , | certify that this document is complete and accurate as provided in
135.10(11) and meets the applicable requirements of the Tier 2 site cleanup report.
Signature

Date
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d. Review.Unless the report proposes to classify the site as no action required, the department
must approve the report within 60 days for purposes of completeness or disapprove the report upon a
finding ofincompleteness, inaccuracy or noncompliance with these rules. If no decision is made with-
in this 60-day period, the report is deemed to be approved for purposes of completeness. The depart-
mentretains the authority to review the report at any time a no action required site classification is pro-
posed.

e. No action required site classification review. The department will review each Tier 2 site
cleanupreport which proposes to classify a site as no action required to determine the data and informa-
tion are complete and accurate, the data and information comply with department rules and guidance
and the site classification proposal is reasonably supported by the data and information.

f.  Upon approval of the Tier 2 site cleanup report or as directed by the department, owners and
operators must either implement the corrective action recommendations, including any modifications
required bythe department, or prepare a Tier 3 site analysis. Owners and operators must monitor, eval-
uate,and report the results of corrective action activities in accordance with the schedule and on a form
or in a format required by the department.

g. The department may, in the interest of minimizing environmental or public health risks and
promoting amore efective cleanup, require owners and operators to begin cleanup of soil and ground-
water before the Tier 2 site cleanup report is approved.

567—135.11(455B) Tier 3 site assessment policy and procedure.

135.11(1) General. Tier 3 site assessment. Unless specifically limited by rule or an imminent
hazard exists, an owner or operator may choose to prepare a Tier 3 site assessment as an alternative to
completion of a Tier 2 assessment under 135.10(455B) or as an alternative to completion of a correc-
tive action design report under 135.12(455B). Prior to conducting a Tier 3 site assessment, a ground-
water professional must submit a work plan to the department for approval. The work plan must con-
tain an evaluation of the specific site conditiaich justify the use of a Tier 3 assessment, an outline
of the proposed Tier 3 assessment procedures and reporting format and a method for determining a risk
classification consistent with the policies underlying the risk classification system in 135.12(455B).
Upon approval, the groundwater professional may implement the assessment plan and submit a report
within a reasonable time designated by the department.

135.11(2) Tier 3 site assessmerA Tier 3 assessment may include but is not limited to the use of
more site-specific or multidimensional models and assessment data, methods for calibrating Tier 2
models to make them more predictive of actual site conditions, and more extensive assessment of re-
ceptor construction and vulnerability to contaminant impacts. If usero®2 fodels is proposed with
substitution of other site-specific data (as opposed to the Tier 2 default parameters), the groundwater
professional must adequately justify how site-specific data is to be measured and why it is necessary.
The groundwater professional must demonstrate that the proposal has a proven applicability to under-
ground storage tank sites or similar conditions or has a strong theoretical basis for applicability and is
not biased toward underestimating assessment results. The Tier 3 assessment report shall make a rec-
ommendation for site classification as high risk, low risk or no action required, at least two corrective
action response technologies and provide justification consistent with the standards and policies un-
derlying risk classification and corrective action response under 135.12(455B) and lowa Code chapter
455B, Division 4, Part 8.

135.11(3) Review and submittalThe department will review the Tier 3 assessment for com-
pliance with the terms of the approved work plan and based on principles consistent with these rules
and lowa Code chapter 455B, Division IV, Part 8. Upon approval of the Tier 3 assessment, the depart-
ment may require corrective action in accordance with 135.12(455B).
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567—135.12(455B) Tier 2 and 3 site classification and corrective action response.

135.12(1) General. 1995 lowa Code section 455B.474(l')(2) provides that sites shall be
classified aigh risk, low risk and no action required. Risk classification is accomplished by compar-
ing actual field data to the concentrations that are predicted by the use of models. Field data must b
compared to the simulation model which uses the maximum concentrations at a source and predicts
what levels actual or potential receptors could be impacted in the future. Field data must also be
compared tdhe site-specific target level line which assumes a target level concentration at the point of
exposure and is used to predict the reduction in concentration that must be achieved at the source
order to meet the applicable target level at the point of exposure. These models not only predict con
centrations at points of exposure or a point of compliance at a source but also predict a distribution o
concentrations between the source and the point of exposure which may also be points of compliance
The comparison of field data with these distribution curves primarily is considered for purposes of
judging whether the modeled data is reasonably predictive and what measures such as monitoring a
prudent to determine the reliability of modeled data and actual field data.

For the soil vapor to enclosed pathway and soil to plastic water line pathways, there are no horizon-
tal transport models to use predicting future impacts. Therefore, for these pathways, sites are classifie
as high risk, low risk or no action based on specified criteria below and in 135.10(455B).

135.12(2) High risk classification.Except as provided below, sites shall be classified as high risk
if, for any pathway, any actual field data exceeds the site-specific target level line at any point for an
actual receptor.

a. For the soil vapor to enclosed space and soil to plastic water line pathways, sites shall be classi
fied as high risk if the target levels for actual receptors are exceeded as provided in 135.10(7) anc
135.10(9).

b. For the soil vapor or groundwater vapor to enclosed space pathways, sites shall be classified a
high risk if the explosivity levels at applicable points of compliance are exceeded as provided in
135.10(6) and 135.10(7).

c. Generally, sites are classified as low risk if only potential receptor points of compliance are
exceeded. The following is an exception. For the soil leaching to groundwater ingestion pathway for
potential receptor conditions, the site shall be classified as high risk if the groundwater concentra-
tion(s) exceeds the groundwater Tier 1 level for potential receptor and the soil concentration exceed:s
the soil leaching site-specific target level at the source.

135.12(3) High risk corrective action response.

a. Objectives.The primary objectives of corrective action in response to a higblaisgification
are both short- term and long-term. The short-term goal is to eliminate or reduce the risk of exposure a
actual receptors which have been or are imminently threatened with exposure getVevisls. The
longer term goal is to prevent exposure to actual receptors which are not currently impacted or are no
imminently threatened with exposure. To achieve these objectives, it is the intent of these rules tha
concentrations of applicable chemicals of concern be reduced by active remediation to levels below
the site-specific target level line at all points between the source(s) and the point(s) of exposure as wel
as to undertake such interim corrective action as necessary to eliminate or prevent exposure until cor
centrationdelow the SSTL line are achieved. If it is shown that concentrations at all applicable points
havebeen reduced to below the SSTL line, the secondary objective is to establish that the field data cal
be reasonably relied upon to predict future conditions at points of exposure rather than reliance on the
modeled data. Reliance on field data is achieved by establishing through monitoring that concentra:
tionswithin the contaminant plume are steady or declining. Use of institutional control and technolog-
ical controls may be used to sever pathways or control the risk of receptor impacts.

b. For the soil vapor and soil to plastic water line, these objectives are achieved by active remedi-
ation of soil contamination below the target level at the point(s) of exposure or other designated
point(s) of compliance using the same measurement methods for receptor evaluation under 135.10(7
and 135.10(9).
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c. For asite classified as high risk or reclassified as high risk for the soil leaching to groundwater
ingestion pathwayhese objectives are achieved by active remediation of soil contamination to reduce
the soil concentration to below the site-specific target level at the source.

d. A corrective action design report (CADR) must be submitted by a certified groundwater pro-
fessional for all high risk sites. The CADR must be submitted on a form provided by the department
and in accordance with department CADR guidance within 60 days of site classification approval as
provided in 135.10(11). The CADR must identify at least two principally applicable corrective action
options designed to meet the objectives in 135.12(3), an outline of the projected timetable and critical
performance benchmarks, a specific monitoring proposal designed to verify its effectivergss and
vide sufficient supporting documentation consistent with industry standards that the technology is ef-
fective to accomplish site-specific objectives. The CADR must contain an analysis of its cost effec-
tiveness in relation to other options. The department will review the CADR in accordance with
135.12(9).

e. Interimmonitoring. From the time a Tier 2 site cleanup report is submitted and until the depart-
ment determines a site is classified as no action required, interim monitoring is required at least annual-
ly for all sites classified as high risk. Groundwater samples must be taken: (1) from a monitoring well
at the maximum source concentration; (2) a transition well meaning a monitoring well with detected
levels of contamination closest to the leading edge of the groundwater plume as defined to the
pathway-specific target level, and between the source(s) and the point(s) of exposure; and (3) a guard
well meaning a monitoring well between the source(s) and the point(s) of exposure with concentra-
tions below the SSTL line. If concentrations at the point of exposure already exceed the SSTL, the
point ofexposure must be monitored. Monitoring conducted as part of remediation or as a condition of
establishing a no action required classification may be used to the extent it meets this criteria. Soil
monitoring is required at least annually for all applicable pathways in accordance with 138.12(5)

f.  Remediation monitoring. Remediation monitoring during operation of a remediation system
is required at least four times each year to evaluate effectiveness of the system. A remediation monitor-
ing schedule and plan must be specified in the corrective action design report and approved by the de-
partment.

g. Technological controls. The purpose of a technological control is to effectively sever a path-
way by use of technologies such that an applicable receptor could not be exposed to chemicals of con-
cern above an applicable target risk level. Technological controls are an acceptable corrective action
responseither alone or in combination with other remediation systems. The purpose of technological
controls may be to control plume migration through use of containment technologies, barriers, etc.,
both as an interim or permanent corrective action response or to permanently sever a pathway to a re-
ceptor. Controls may also be appropriate to treat or control contamination at the point of exposure.
Any technological control proposed as a permanent corrective action option without meeting the re-
duction in contaminant concentrations objectives must establish that the pathway to a receptor will be
permanently severed or controlled. The effectiveness of a technological control must be monitored
under adepartment approved plan until concentrations fall below the site-specific target level line or its
effectiveness as a permanent response is established, and no adverse effects are created.

h. Following completion of corrective action, the site must meet exit monitoring criteria to be
reclassified as no action required as specified in 135:D2{6)At any point where an institutional or
technological control is implemented and approved by the department, the site may be reclassified as
no action required consistent with 135.12(6).

135.12(4) Low risk classification.A site shall be classified as low risk if none of the pathways are
highrisk and if any of the pathways are low risk. A pathway shall be classified low risk if it meets one
of the following conditions:
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a. For actual and potential receptors, if the modeled data and the actual field data are less than th
site-specific target level line, and any of the field data is greater than the simulation line.

b. For potential receptors, if any actual field data exceeds the site-specific target level line at any
point.

c. For the soil leaching to groundwater ingestion pathway where modeling predicts that the Tier 1
levels for potential receptors would be exceeded in groundwater at applicable potential receptor point:
of compliance and the soil concentration exceeds the soil leaching to groundwater site-specific targe
level but groundwater concentrations are currently below the Tier 1 level for potential receptors, the
site shall be initially classified as low risk and subject to monitoring under 135d2(8). If at any
time during the three-year monitoring period, groundwater concentrations exceed the Tier 1 level for
potentialreceptors, the site shall be classified as high risk requiring soil remediation in accordance with
135.12(3)c.”

135.12(5) Low risk corrective action response.

a. Purpose.For sites or pathways classified as low risk, the purpose of monitoring is to determine
if concentrations are decreasing such that reclassification to no action required may be appropriate or |
concentrations are increasing above the site-specific target level line such that reclassification to higt
risk is appropriate. Monitoring is necessary to evaluate impacts to actual receptors and assess the
tinued status of potential receptor conditions. Low risk monitoring shall be conducted and reported by
a certified groundwater professional.

b. For sites or pathways classified as low risk, provide a best management practices plan. The
plan must include maintenance procedures, schedule of activities, prohibition of practices, and othel
management practices, or a combination thereof, which, after problem assessment, are determined
be the most effective means of monitoring and preventing additional contamination of the groundwa-
ter and soil. The plan will also contain a contamination monitoring proposal containing sufficient sam-
pling points to ensure the detection of any significant movement of or increase in contaminant con-
centration.

c. Groundwatemonitoring. For groundwater pathways, samples must be taken at a minimum of
onceper year: (1) from a monitoring well at the maximum source concentration; (2) a transitional well
meaning a well with detected levels of contamination closest to the leading edge of the groundwatet
plume aglefined to the pathway-specific target level and between the source and the receptor; and (3) :
guard well meaning a monitoring well between the source and the point of exposure with concentra-
tionsbelow the SSTL line. (dire: Monitoring under this provision may be used to satisfy exit moni-
toring if it otherwise meets the criteria in 135.12(6).)

d. Soil monitoring.

(1) For the soil vapor to enclosed space pathway potential receptors, soil gas samples must be tal
en at a minimum of once per year in the area(s) of expected maximum vapor concentrations where a
institutional control is not in place.

(2) For the soil leaching to groundwater pathway potential receptors, annual groundwater moni-
toring is required for a minimum of three years as providéd’inabove. If groundwater concentra-
tionsare below the applicable SSTL line for all three years and a final soil sample taken from the source
shows no significant vertical movement, no further action is required. If groundwater concentrations
exceed the applicable SSTL line in any of the three years, corrective action is required to reduce soi
concentrations tbelow the Tier 1 levels for soil leaching to groundwater. Therefore, annual monitor-
ing of soil is not applicable.

(3) For the soil to plastic water line pathway potential receptors, notification of the utility compa-
ny is required. Notification will result in reclassification to no action required. Therefore, annual mon-
itoring of soil is not applicable.
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e. Receptorsnust be evaluated at least annually to ensure no actual or modeled data are above the
site-specific taget level line for any actual receptors. Potential receptor areas of concern must be eval-
uated at least annually and the presence of no actual receptors confirmed. If actual receptors are pres-
ent or reasonably expected to be brought into existence, the owner or operator must report this fact to
the department as soon as practicable. Annual monitoring which also meets the exit criteria under
135.12(6) may be used for that purpose.

f.  The site or pathway must meet exit monitoring criteria to be reclassified as no action required
as specified in 135.12(®).” If concentrations for actual receptors increase above the site-specific
target level line or potential receptor status changes to actual receptor status, the site must be reclassi-
fied as high risk and further corrective action required in accordance with 135.12(3).

135.12(6) No action required classificationA site shall be classified as no action required if all
of the pathways are classified as no action required as provided below:

a. Soil pathways shall be classified as no action required if samples are less than the applicable
target levels as defined for each pathway and confirmational sampling requirements have been met.
b. For initial classification, groundwater pathways shall be classified as no action required if the
field data is below the site-specific target level line and all field data is at or less than the simulation line,
and confirmation monitoring has been completed successfully. Confirmation sampling for groundwa-

ter and soil is a second sample which confirms the no action required criteria.

c. For reclassification from high or low risk, a pathway shall be classified as no action required if
all field data is below the site-specific target level line and if exit monitoring criteria have been met.
Exit monitoring criteria means the three most recent consecutive groundwater samples from all moni-
toring wells must show a steady or declining trend and the most recent samples are below the site-
specific target level line. Other criteria include the following: The first of the three samples for the
source well and transition well must be more than detection limits; concentrations cannot increase
more than 20 percent from the first of the three samples to the third sample; concentrations cannot in-
crease more than 20 percent of the previous sample; and samples must be separated by at least six
months.

d. Confirmation sampling for soil gas and indoor vageor the enclosed space pathways, con-
firmation sampling is required to reasonably establish that the soil gas and indoor vapor samples repre-
sent the highest expected levels. A groundwater professional must obtain two samples taken at least
two weeks apart. One of the samples must be taken during a seasonal period of lowest groundwater
elevation and soil gas samples must be taken below the frost line.

e. Upon site classification as no action required, all groundwater monitoring wells must be prop-
erly plugged in accordance with 567—Chapters 39 and 49 unless the department requires selected
wells to be maintained or written approval to maintain the well is obtained by the department.

135.12(7) Reclassification.Any site or pathway which is classified as high risk may be reclassi-
fied tolow risk if in the course of corrective action the criteria for low risk classification are established.
Any site or pathway which is classified as low risk may be reclassified to high risk if in the course of
monitoring the conditions for high risk classification are established. Sites subject to department-
approved institutional or technological controls are classified as no action required if all other criteria
for no action required classification are satisfied.

135.12(8) Use of institutional and technological controls.

a. Purpose. The purpose of an institutional control is to restrict access to or use of property such
that anapplicable receptor could not be exposed to chemicals of concern for as long as the target level is
exceeded at applicable points of exposure and compliance. Institutional controls include:

1. A law of the United States or the state;

2. Avregulation issued pursuant to federal or state laws;

3. An ordinance or regulation of a political subdivision in which real estate subject to the institu-
tional control is located;
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4. An environmental covenant as provided in 2005 lowa Code Supplement section
455B.474(1)f" (4)(f) and in accordance with the provisions of 2005 lowa Code Supplement chapter
455] and 567—Chapter 14;

5. Any other institutional control the owner or operator can reasonably demonstrate to the depart-
ment will reduce the risk from a release throughout the period necessary to ensure that no applicabl
target level is likely to be exceeded.

b. Modification or termination of institutional and technological controls. At a point when the
department determines that an institutional or technological control has been removed or is no longe
effective for the purpose intended, regardledb®issuance of a no further action certification or pre-
vious site classification, it may require owners and operators to undertake such reevaluation of the site
conditions as necessary to determine an appropriate site classification and corrective action respons
If the owner or operator is in control of the affected property, the department may require reimple-
mentation of the institutional or technological control or may require a Tier 2 assessment of the af-
fected pathway(s) be conducted to reevaluate the site conditions and determine alternative correctiv:
action response. An owner or operator subject to an institutional or technological control may request
modification ortermination of the control by conducting a Tier 2 assessment of the affected pathway or
conduct such other assessment as required by the department to establish that the control is no long
required given current site conditions.

c. If the owner or operator is not in control of the affected property or cannot obtain control and
the party in control refuses to continue implementation of an institutional control, the department may
require the owner or operator to take such legal action as available to enforce institution of the contro
or may require the owner or operator to undertake a Tier 2 assessment to determine site classificatio
and an alternative corrective action response. If a person in control of the affected property appears t
be contractually obligated to maintain an institutional or technological control, the department may,
but is not required to, attempt enforcement of the contractual obligation as an alternative to requiring
corrective action by the owner or operator.

d. If asite is classified no action required, subject to the existence of an institutional control or
technological control, the holder of the fee interest in the real estate subject to the institutional control
or technological control may request, at any time, that the department terminate the institutional con-
trol or technological control requirement. The department shall terminate the requirement for an insti-
tutional control if the holder demonstrates by completion of a Tier 2 assessment of the applicable path:
way or other assessment as required by the department that the site conditions warranting the contr
no longer exist and that the site or pathway has met exit criteria for no action required classification
under 135.12(6).

135.12(9) Corrective action design report submission and review procedures.

a. Ownersand operators must submit a corrective action design report (CADR) within 60 days of
the date the department approves or is deemed to approve a Tier 2 assessment report under 135.10(
or a Tier 3 assessment is to be conducted. The department may establish an alternative schedule f
submittal.

b. Corrective action design report completeness and accura€ADR is considered to be com-
plete if it contains all the information and data required by this rule and the department’s guidance. The
report is considered accurate if the information and data are reasonably reliable based first on the stat
dards in these rules and department guidance, and second, on generally accepted industry standar
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c. The certified groundwater professional responsible for completion of the CADR must provide

the following certification with the CADR:

I, , groundwater professional certification number
am familiar with all applicable requwements of lowa Code section 455B.474 and all rules and proce-
duresadopted thereunder including, but not limited to, the Department of Natural Resources’ guidance
and specifications for corrective action design reports. Based on my knowledge of those documents
and the information | have prepared and reviewed regarding this site, UST registration number
, LUST No. , | certify that this document is complete and
accurate as provided in 135.12(9) and meets the applicable requirements of the corrective action de-
sign report, and that the recommended corrective action can reasonably be expected to meet its stated
objectives.

Signature

Date

d. Review. Unless the report proposes to classify the site as no action required, the department
must approve the report within 60 days for purposes of completeness or disapprove the report upon a
finding ofincompleteness, inaccuracy or noncompliance with these rules. If no decision is made with-
in this 60-day period, the report is deemed to be approved for purposes of completeness. The depart-
mentretains the authority to review the report at any time a no action required site classification is pro-
posed.

e. No action required site classification review. The department will review each CADR which
proposes talassify a site as no action required to determine the data and information are complete and
accurate, the data and information comply with department rules and guidance and the site classifica-
tion proposal is reasonably supported by the data and information.

135.12(10) Monitoring certificates and no further action certificates.

a. Monitoring certificate. The department of natural resources will issue a monitoring certificate
to the owner or operator of an urgieund storagéank from which a release has occurred, the current
property owner, or other responsible party who has undertaken the corrective action warranting is-
suance of the certificate. Sites classified as low risk or sites classified as high risk/monitoring shall be
eligible for a monitoring certificate. The monitoring certificate will be valid until the site is reclassified
to a high risk requiring active remediation or no action required site. A site which has been issued a
monitoring certificate shall not be eligible to receive a certificate evidencing completion of remedi-
ation until the site is reclassified as no action required. The monitoring certificate will be invalidated
and the site reclassified to high risk if it is determined by the department that the owner of the site is not
in compliance with the requirements specified in the monitoring certificate.

b. No further action certificate. The department will issue a no further action certificate to an
owner oroperator of an underground storage tank from which a release has occurred, the current prop-
erty owner or other responsible party who has undertaken the corrective action warranting classifica-
tion ofthe site as no action required. The person requesting the certificate shall provide the department
with an accurate legal description of the property on which the underground storage tanks are or were
formerly located. The following conditions apply:

(1) The site has been determined by a certified groundwater professional to not present an unrea-
sonable risk to the public health and safety or the environment;

(2) A person issued the certificate or a subsequent purchaser of the site cannot be required to per-
form further corrective action solely because action standards are changed at a later date. Action stan-
dards refer to applicable site-specific standards under this rule;

(3) The certificate shall not prevent the department from ordering remediation of a new release or
a release of a regulated substance from an unregulated tank;

(4) The certificate will not constitute a warranty of any kind to any person as to the condition,
marketability or value of the described property;
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(5) The certificate shall reflect any institutional control utilized to ensure compligticany ap-
plicable Tier 2 level; and may include a notation that the classification is based on the fact that desig-
nated potential receptors are not in existence;

(6) The certificate shall be in a form which is recordable in accordance with lowa Code section
558.1 et seq. and substantially in the form as provided in Appendix C.

c. The department shall modify any issued no further action certificates containing institutional
controls once the owner, operator or their successor or assign has demonstrated that the institution
control is no longer necessary to meet the applicable Tier 2 level as provided in 135.12(10).

135.12(11) Expediteccorrective action.An owner,operator or responsible party of a site at which
a release of regulated substance is suspected to have occurred may carry out corrective actions at 1
site so long as the department receives notice of the expedited cleanup activities within 30 calenda
days oftheir commencement; the owner, operator, or responsible party complies with the provisions of
these rules; and the corrective action does not include active treatment of groundwater other than:

a. As previously approved by the department; or

b. Free product recovery pursuant to subrule 135.7(5).

c. Soil excavation. When undertaking excavation of contaminated soils, adequate field screen-
ing methods must be used to identify maximum concentrations during excavation. At a minimum one
soil sample must biaken for field screening every 100 square feet of the base and each sidewall. Soil
samples must be taken for laboratory analysis at least every 400 square feet of the base and each sic
wall of the excavated area to confirm remaining concentrations are beloWvl&vels. If the excava-
tion is less than 400 square feet, a minimum of one sample must be analyzed for each sidewall and tt
base. The owner or operator must maintain adequate rectindseatavation area to document com-
pliance with this procedure unless submitted to the department and must provide it to the departmen
upon request.

567—135.13(455B) Public participation.

135.13(1) For each confirmed release that is classified as high or low risk, the department must
providenotice to the public by means designated to reach those members of the public dizetalgt af
by the release and the recommended corrective action response. This notice may include, but is nc
limited to, public notice in local newspapers, block advertisements, public service announcements,
publication in a state register, letters to individual households, or personal contacts by the staff.

135.13(2) The department must ensure site release information and decisions concerning the
Tier 1 assessment report, Tier 2 and Tier 3 site cleanup reports are made available to the public for in
spection upon request.

135.13(3) Before approving the Tier 2 or Tier 3 site cleanup report, the department may hold a
public meeting to consider comments on the proposed corrective action response if there is sufficien
public interest, or for any other reason.

135.13(4) The department must give a public notice that complies with subrule 135.13(1) above
if the implementation of the approved Tier 2 or Tier 3 site cleanup report does not achieve the estab:
lished cleanup levels in the report and the termination of that report is under consideration by the de-
partment.

567—135.14(455B) Action levelsThe following corrective action levels apply to petroleum regu-
lated substances as regulated by this chapter. These action levels shall be used to determine if furth
corrective action under 135.6(455B) through 135.12(455B) or 135.15(455B) is required as the result
of tank closure sampling under 135.15(3) or other analytical results submitted to the department. The
contaminant concentrations must be determined by laboratory analysis as stated in 135.16(455B). Fi
nal cleanup determination is not limited to these contaminants. The contamination corrective action
levels are:
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Soil (mg/kg) Groundwater (ug/L)
Benzene 0.54 5
Toluene 42 1,000
Ethylbenzene 15 700
Xylenes No limit 10,000
Total Extractable
Hydrocarbons 3,800 1,200

567—135.15(455B) Out-of-service UST systems and closure.

135.15(1) Temporary closure

a. When a UST system is temporarily closed, owners and operators must continue operation and
maintenance of corrosion protection in accordance with 135.4(2), any release detection in accordance
with rule 135.5(455B), and financial responsibility in accordance with-88fapter 136. Rules
135.6(455B) td 35.12(455B) must be complied with if a release is suspected or confirmed. However,
releasaletection is not required as long as the UST system is empty. The UST system is empty when all
materials have been removed using commonly employed practices so that no more than 2.5 centime-
ters (1 inch) of residue, or 0.3 percent by weight of the total capachg &fST system, remain in the
system.

b. When a UST system is temporarily closed for three months or more, owners and operators
must notify the department in writing of the temporary closure and comply with the following require-
ments:

(1) Leave vent lines open and functioning; and

(2) Cap and secure all other lines, pumps, accesses, and ancillary equipment.

c. When a UST system is temporarily closed for more than 12 months, owners and operators
must return the tank tags and permanently close the UST system if it does not meet either the perfor-
mance standards in 135.3(1) for new UST systems or the upgrading requirements in 135.3(2), except
that the spill and overfill equipment requirements do not have to be met. Owners and operators must
permanenticlose the substandard UST systems at the end of this 12-month period in accordance with
135.15(2) to 135.15(5), unless the department provides an extension of the 12-month temporary clo-
sure period. Owners and operators must complete a site assessment in accordance with 135.15(3) be-
fore such an extension can be applied for.

135.15(2) Permanent closure and changes-in-service.

a. Atleast 30 days before beginning either permanent closure or a change-in-service under para-
graphs’h” and“c” below, owners and operators must notify the department of their intent to perma-
nently close or make the change-in-service. An owner or operator must seek prior approval to perma-
nently close a tank in a time frame shorter than the 30-day nofiwe required assessment of the
excavatiorzone under 135.15(3) must be performed after notifying the department but before comple-
tion of the permanent closure or a change-in-service.

b. To permanently close a tank or piping, owners and operators must empty and clean them by
removing all liquids and accumulated sludge. All tanks taken out of service permanently must also be
either removed from the ground or filled with an inert solid material. Piping must either be removed
from the ground or have the ends plugged with an inert solid material.

Whenpermanently closing a tank by filling with inert solid material, the tank may not be filled until
a closure report is approved by the department. The tank must be filled within 30 days after department
approval. The owner and operator must notify the department within 15 days after filling the tank with
inert solid material.

c. Continued use of a UST system to store a nonregulated substance is considered a change-in-
service. Before a change-in-service, owners and operators must empty and clean the tank by removing
all liquid and accumulated sludge and conduct a site assessment in accordance with 135.15(3).
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d. Permanentlosure procedures must be followed in the replacement of tanks or piping. Notifi-
cation must be made using DNR Form 542-1308, “Natification of Tank Closure or Change-in-Ser-
vice.” The form must include the date scheduled for the closure. Oral confirmation of the closure date
must begiven to the DNR field office 24 hours prior to the actual closure. The required assessment of
the excavation zone under 139.15(3) must be performed after notifying the department but before
completion of the permanent closure or change-in-service.

NoTe: The following cleaning and closure procedures may be used to comply with subrule
135.15(2): American Petroleum Institute Recommended Practice 1604, “Removal and Disposal of
Used Underground Petroleum Storage Tanks”; American Petroleum Institute Publication 2015,
“Cleaning Petroleum Storage Tanks”; American Petroleum Institute Recommended Practice 1631,
“Interior Lining of Underground Storage Tanks,” may be used as guidance for compliance with this
subrule; and the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health “Criteria for a Recommended
Standard . . . Working in Confined Space” may be used as guidance for conducting safe closure proce
dures at some hazardous substance tanks.

135.15(3) Assessing the site at closure or change-in-service.

a. Before permanent closure or a change-in-service is completed, owners or operators must
measure for the presence of a release where contamination is most likely to be present at the UST sit
In selecting the sample types, sample locations, and measurement methods, owners and operators m
consider the method of closure, the nature of the stored substance, the type of backfill, the depth t
groundwater, and other factors appropriate for identifying the presence of a release.

At UST sites with a history of petroleum storage, soil and groundwater samples shall in every case
be analyzed for benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes (BTEX) with each compound reporte
separately in accordance with 135.16(455B). If there has been a history or suspected history of petrc
leumstorage other than gasoline or gasoline blends (i.e., all grades of diesel fuels, fuel oil, kerosene, oi
and mineral spirits), or such storage history is unknown or uncertain, soil and groundwater samples
shall also be analyzed for total extractable hydrocarbons in accordance with 135.16(455B).

All such samples shall be collected separately and shipped to a laboratory certified under
567—Chapter 42, Part C, within 72 hours of collection. Samples shall be refrigerated and protected
from freezing during shipment to the laboratory.

When arlJST is removed from an area of confirmed contamination, the department may waive clo-
sure sampling if written documentation is submitted with the closure notification. Documentation
should include laboratory analytical reports and a site map showing tank and piping locations along
with contamination plume and sampling locations.

b. For all permanent tank and piping closures or changes-in-service, at least one water sample
must be taken from the first saturated groundwater zone via a monitoring well or borehole except as
provided in paragrapty.” The well or borehole must be located downgradient from and as close as
possible to the excavation but no farther away than 20 feet.

If, however, the first saturated groundwater zone is not encountered within 10 feet below the lowest
elevation of the tank excavation, the requirement for groundwater sampling shall not apply unless:

(1) Sands or highly permeable soils are encountered within 10 feet below the lowest level of the
tankexcavation which together with the underlying geology would, in the judgment of the department,
pose the reasonable possibility that contamination may have reached groundwaters deeper than 10 fe
below the lowest level of the tank excavation. The method of determining highly permeable soil is
found in the departmental guidance documents entitled “Underground Storage Tank Closure Proce:
dures for Tank and Piping Removal” and “Underground Storage Tank Closure for Filling in Place.”

(2) Indications of potential groundwater contamination, including petroleum products in utility
lines, petroleum products in private wells, petroleum product vapors in basements or other structures
occur in the area of the tank installation undergoing closure or change-in-service.
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c. For permanent closure by tank removal, the departmental guidance document entitled “Under-
groundStorage Tank Closure Procedures for Tank and Piping Removal” must be followed. The mini-
mum number of soil samples that must be taken depends on the tank size and length of product piping.
Samplesnust be taken at a depth of 1 to 2 feet beneath the tarkéilbelow the base of the tank along
the tank’s centerline. Soil samples must also be taken at least every 10 feet along the product piping at a
depth of 1 to 2 feet beneath thiping fill area below the piping.

If sands or other highly permeable soils are encountered, alternative sampling methods may be re-
quired.

If contamination is suspected or found in any area within the excavation (i.e., sidewall or bottom), a
soil sample must be taken at that location.

The numbers of samples required for tanks are as follows:

Nominal Tank Capacity Number of Location
(gallons) Samples on Centerline
1,000 or less 1 center of tank

1,001 - 8,000 2 1/3 from ends

8,001 - 30,000 3 5 feet from ends and at center of tank

30,001 - 40,000 4 5 and 15 feet from ends

40,001 and more 5 5 and 15 feet from ends and at center of tank

d. For closing a tank in place by filling with an inert solid material or for a change-in-service, the
departmental guidance document entitled “Underground Storage Tank Closure for Filling in Place”
must be followed. The minimum number of soil borings required for sampling depetigssire of
the tank and the length of the product piping. Soil samples must be taken within 5 feet of the sides and
ends ofthe tank at a depth of 2 to 4 feet below the base of the tank, but outside the backfill material, at
equalintervals around the tank. Soil samples must also be taken at least every 10 feet along the product
piping at a depth of 1 to 2 feet beneath the piping fill area below the piping. If sands or other highly
permeable soils are encountered, alternative sampling methods may be required.

The minimum numbers of soil borings and samples required are as follows:

Nominal Tank Capacity Number of Location
(gallons) Samples of Samples
6,000 or less 4 1 each end and each side
6,001 - 12,000 6 1 each end and 2 each side
12,001 or more 8 1 each end and 3 each side

e. A closure report must be submitted to the department within 45 days of the tank removal or
sampling for a closure in place. The report must include all laboratory analytical reports, soil boring
and well or borehole construction details and stratigraphic logs, and a dimensional drawing showing
location and depth of all tanks, piping, sampling, and wells or boreholes, and contaminated soil en-
countered. The tank tags must be returned with the closure report.

f.  The requirements of this subrule are satisfied if one of the external release detection methods
allowed in 135.5(4¢” and“f” is operating in accordance with the requirements in 135.5(4) at the
time of closure and indicates no release has occurred.

g. If contaminated soils, contaminated groundwatefreer product as a liquid or vapor is discov-
ered during the site assessment or by any other manner, contact the department in accordance with
135.6(1). Normal closure procedures no longer apply. Owners and operators must begin corrective
action in accordance with rules 135.7(455B) to 135.12(455B).
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Identification offree product requires immediate response in accordance with 135.7(5). If contami-
nationappears extensive or the groundwater is known to be contaminated, a full assessment of the cor
tamination will be required. When a full assessment is required or anticipated, collection of the re-
quiredclosure samples is not required. If contamination appears limited to soils, overexcavation of the
contaminated soils in accordance with 135.15(4) may be allowed at the time of closure.

135.15(4) Overexcavation of contaminated soils at closure

a. If contaminated soils are discovered while assessing a site at closure in accordance with
135.15(3), owners and operators may overexcavate up to one foot of the contaminated soils surrounc
ing the tank pit. The contamination and overexcavation must be reported to the department in accor
dance with the requirements of 135.684) prior to backfilling the excavation. If excavation is limit-
ed to ondoot of contaminated soils, a soil sample shall be taken and laboratory analyzed in accordance
with 135.16(455B) from the area showing the greatest contamination. Any overexcavation of contam-
inated soils beyond one foot of contaminated soils is considered expedited corrective action and mus
be conducted by a certified groundwater professional in accordance with the procedures in 135.12(11)

b. Excavated contaminated soils must be properly disposed in accordance with 567—Chapters
100, 101, 102, 120, and 121, lowa Administrative Code.

c. Areport must be submitted to the department within 30 days of completion of the laboratory
analysis. The report must include the requirements of 135.18(3and adimensional drawing show-
ing the depth and area of the excavation prior to and after overexcavation. The area of contaminatiol
must be shown.

135.15(5) Applicability to previously closed UST systerdgéhen directed by the department, the
owner and operator of a UST system permanently closed before October 24, 1988, must assess tt
excavatiorzone and close the UST system in accordance with this rule if releases from the UST may, in
the judgment of the department, pose a current or potential threat to human health and the environmen

135.15(6) Closure records Owners and operators must maintain records in accordance with
135.4(5) that are capable of demonstrating compliance with closure requirements under this rule. The
results of the excavation zone assessment required in 135.15(3) must be maintained for at least thre
years after completion of permanent closure or change-in-service in one of the following ways:

a. By the owners and operators who took the UST system out of service;

b. By the current owners and operators of the UST system site; or

c. By mailing these records to the department if they cannot be maintained at the closed facility.

135.15(7) Applicability to pre-1974 USTsThe closure provisions of rule 135.15(455B) are not
applicable to USTs which have been out of operation as of January 1, 1974. For purposes of this sut
rule, out of operation means that no regulated substance has been depositatispensed from the
tanks and that the tanks do not currently contain an accumulation of regulated substances other than
de minimus amount as provided in 135.1%1)

Owners and operators or other interested parties are not required to submit documentation tha
USTs meet the exemption conditions and may rely on this subrule as guidance. However, should ¢
guestionarise as to whether USTs meet the exemption, or owners and operators or other interested pa
tiesrequest acknowledgment by the department that USTs are exempt, they must submit an affidavit or
a form provided by the department. The affiant must certify that based on a reasonable investigatior
and to the best of the affiant’s knowledge, the USTs were taken out of operation prior to January 1,
1974, the USTs have not contained a regulated substance since January 1, 1974, and the USTs do |
currently contain an accumulation of regulated substances.

If the department has a reasonable basis to suspect a release has occurred, the release investiga
and confirmation steps of subrule 135.8(1) and the corrective action requirements as provided in
135.7(455B) to 135.8(455B) shall apply.
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567—135.16(455B)Laboratory analytical methods for petroleum contamination of soil andva-
ter.

135.16(1) General. When having soil or water analyzed for petroleum or hazardous substances,
ownersand operators of UST systems must use a laboratory certified under 567—Chapter 83. In addi-
tion they must ensure that all soil and groundwater samples are properly preserved and shipped within
72 hours of collection to a laboratory certified under 567—Chapter 83, for UST petroleum analyses.
This rule provides acceptable analytical procedures for petroleum substances and required informa-
tion that must be provided in all laboratory reports.

135.16(2) Laboratory report All laboratory reports must contain the following information:

a. Laboratory name, address, telephone number and lowa laboratory certification number. If
analytical work is subcontracted to another laboratory, the analytical report from the certified lab
which analyzed the sample must be submitted and include the information required in this subrule.

b. Medium sampled (soil, water).

Client submitting sample (name, address, telephone number).
Sample collector (name, telephone number).

UST site address.

Clients sample location identifier.

Date sample was collected.

Date sample was received at laboratory.

Date sample was analyzed.

Results of analyses and units of measure.

Detection limits.

I.  Methods used in sample analyses (preparation method, sample detection method, and quanti-
tative method).

m. Laboratory sample number.

n. Analyst name.

0. Signature of analyst’s supervisor.

p. Condition in which the sample was received at the laboratory and whether it was properly
sealed and preserved.

g. Note that analytical results are questionable if a sample exceeded an established holding time
or was improperly preserved. (The recommended holding time for properly cooled and sealed petro-
leum contaminated samples is 14 days, except for water samples containing volatile organic com-
pounds which have a 7-day holding time unless acid-preserved.)

r. Laboratory reports required by this chapter for tank closure investigations under
135.15(455B) and site checks under 135.6(3) or Tier 1 or Tier 2 assessments under 135.9(455B) to
135.11(455B) must include a copy of the chromatograms and associated quantitation reports for the
waste oil, diesel and gasoline standard used by the laboratory in analyzing submitted samples. The
laboratoryanalytical report for each sample must state whether the sample tested matches the laborato-
ry standard for waste oil, diesel or gasoline or that the sample cannot be reliably matched with any of
thesestandards. A copy of the chromatograms and associated quantitation reports for only the soil and
groundwater samples with the maximum concentrations of BTEX and TEH must be included.

135.16(3) Analysis of soil and water for high volatile petroleum compounds (i.e., gadudime,
zene, ethylbenzene, toluene, xylen8ample preparation and analysis shall be by Method OA-1,
“Method for Determination of Volatile Petroleum Hydrocarbons (gasoline),” revision 7/27/93, Uni-
versity Hygienic Laboratorypwa City, lowa. This method is based on U.S. EPA methods 5030, 8000,
and 8015, SW46, “Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste,” 3rd Edition. Copies of Method OA-1
are available from the department.

~T T S@moa0
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135.16(4) Analysis ofoil and water for low volatile petroleum hgdarbon contamination (i.e.,
all grades of diesel fuel, fuel oil, kerosene, oil, and mineral spir@g)nple preparation and analysis
shall be by Method OA-2, “Determination of Extractable PetrolPumducts (and Related Low \ola-
tility Organic Compounds),” revision 7/27/93, University Hygienic Laboratowya City, lowa. This
method ishased on U.S. EPA methods 3500, 3510, 3520, 3540, 3550, 8000, and 8100, SW-846, “Tes!
Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste,” 3rd Edition. Copies of Method OA-2 are available from the
department.

135.16(5) Analysis oboil gas for volatile petroleum hyatrarbons. Analysis of soil gas for vola-
tile petroleum hydrocarbons shall be conducted in accordance with the National Institute for Occupa-
tional Safety and Health (NIOSH) Method 1501, or a department-approved equivalent method.

567—135.17(455B) Evaluation of ability to pay.

135.17(1) General.The ability to pay guidance procedures referenced in this rule will be used by
the department when an owner or operator of an underground storage tank (UST) claims to be finan
cially unable to comply with corrective action requirements under 135.7(455B) to 135.12(455B) or
closure investigation requirements under 135.15(455B). If an owner or operator of a regulated UST
claims to be financially unable to meet these departmental requirements, that responsible party mus
provide documentation of the party’s finances on forms provided by the department in order for the
department to act on the claim of financial inability. The department may request additional financial
documentation to verify or supplement reported information.

135.17(2) Individual claims. The financial ability of individual owners and operators of USTSs,
with or without an active business (including but not limited to sole proprietorships and general part-
nerships), shall be evaluated using the “Individual Ability to Pay Guidance” document dated June 19,
1992, and generally accepted principles of financial analysis. This guidance is only one tool the de-
partment may use in evaluating claims of financial inability.

135.17(3) Corporate claims. The financial ability of corporate owners and operators of USTs
shall be evaluated using the June 1992 version of “ABEL”" developed by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency and generally accepted principles of financial analysis. This guidance is only one
tool the department may use in evaluating claims of financial inability.

135.17(4) FederalUST Trust Fund. The financial ability of owners and operators of USTs shall
be evaluated for the purpose of determining if the department is authorized to use Federal LUST Trus
Fund moneys as provided in the current cooperative agreement with the U.S. Environmental Protec
tion Agency, Region VII. A determination of financial inability does not create an entitlement or any
expectation interest on behalf of an owner or operator that Federal LUST Trust Fund moneys will be
used for corrective action at any individual site.

135.17(5) The evaluation of financial ability will also be used by the department in making other
administrative planning decisions including but not limited to decisions as to whether to pursue and
when to pursue administrative or judicial enforcement of regulatory and statutory duties and the as-
sessment ghenalties. A determination of financial inability does not create an entitlement or expecta-
tion interest that enforcement actions will be deferred or suspended. The evaluation of this factor is
only one of many affecting the department’s fully discretionary decisions regarding enforcement op-
tions and program planning.

135.17(6) An evaluation of financial inability as provided in this rule does not relieve any owner
or operator of legal liability to comply with department rules or lowa Code chapter 455B or provide a
defense to any legal actions to establish liability or enforce compliance.
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567—135.18(455B) Transitional rules.

135.18(1) Transitional rules. Guidance for implementing these transitional rules is contained in
the department’s guidance entitled “Transition Policy Statement” dated June 6, 1996.

135.18(2) Site cleanup reports and corrective action design reports accepted before August 15,
1996. Any owner or operator who had a site cleanup report or corrective action design report approved
by the department before August 15, 1996, may elect to submit a Tier 1 Site Assessment or Tier 2 Site
CleanupReport to the department. If the owrmrerator, or responsibfarty so elects, the site shall be
assessed, classified, and, if necessary, remediated, in accordance with the rules of the department as of
August 15, 1996. To the extent that data collected for the site cleanup report does not include all infor-
mation necessary for the Tier 1 Site Assessment or Tier 2 Site Cleanup Report, the owner or operator
shall utilize the default parameters set out in subrule 135.18(4) or provide site-specific parameters.

135.18(3) Site cleanup reports in the process of preparation or review prior to August 15, 1996.
The department will complete a Tier 1 or a Tier 2 risk analysis for any site cleanup report received but
not approved by the department by November 15, 1996. To the extent that data collected for the site
cleanupreport does not include all information necessarytiflier 2 site cleanup report and the own-
er or operator elects to not complete a Tier 2 site cleanup report the department shall utilize the default
parameters set out in subrule 135.18(4). If the owner or operator wishes that site-specific data, rather
than any default parameter, be used, the owner or operator shall notify the department by October 15,
1996, or inaccordance with a schedule specified byd#gartment. Following notification, the owner
or operator shall be responsible for preparation of the Tier 1 site assessment or Tier 2 site cleanup re-
port.

135.18(4) Default parameters for use in converting a site cleamyport to a Tier 2 site cleanup
report.

a. As to sites for which the owner or operator has collected and submitted only TPH (“total petro-
leum hydrocarbons”) data regarding soil contamination, TPH levels shall be converted to a risk associ-
ated factor by using: (1) previously acquired data regarding benzene, toluene, ethyl benzene, and xy-
lenesdata for the samples; (2) newly collected benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes data for the
site; or (3) the assumptions that 1 percent of the total petroleum hydrocarbon (TPH) is benzene, 7 per-
cent of the TPH is toluene, 2 percent of the TPH is ethylbenzene, and 8 percent of the TPH is xylenes.

b. As to sites for which the owner or operator has, to date, submitted only TEH (“total extractable
hydrocarbons”) data regarding soil contamination, TEH levels should be converted to a risk-
associated factor by using: (1) previously acquired benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylenes data
for the samples; (2) newly collected benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylenes data for the site; or (3)
the assumption that 0.004 percent of the TEH is benzene, 0.05 percent of the TEH is toluene, 0.03 per-
cent of the TEH is ethylbenzene and 0.3 percent of the TEH is xylenes. In addition, TEH levels should
be compared to the TEH default levels in the Tier 1 Table. If, as of August 15, 1996, only TEH data for
soil isavailable, and it does not exceed Tier 1 levels, additional sampling for TEH in groundwater is not
required. Otherwise, groundwater samples must be collected and analyzed for TEH in accordance
with 135.8(3).

c. Data required for preparing a Tier 2 site cleanup report shall be taken from the site cleanup
report. If the site cleanup report lacks any of the data, site-specific data subsequently obtained may be
used. The following assumptions shall be used if no site cleanup report or site-specific data is pro-
vided:

(1) If the site cleanup report is unclear as to neighboring land use, assume the land residential land
use;

(2) Use the larger resulting default if both TPH and TEH data are available.

(3) For sites with free product gasoline range constituents, the default values in groundwater are
17,500 ug/l for benzene, 3,040 ug/l for ethylbenzene, 37,450 ug/l for toluene and 15,840 ug/l for xy-
lenes. For sites with free product consisting of diesel range constituents, the default values are 370 ug/I
benzene, 640 ug/l toluene, 140 ug/l ethylbenzene, 580 ug/l xylenes, and 260 ug/l naphthalene or
130,000 ug/l TEH.
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567—135.19(455B) Analyzing for methyl tertiary-butyl ether (MTBE) in soil and groundwater
samples.

135.19(1) General. The objective of analyzing for MTBE is to determine its presence in soil and
watersamples collected as part of investigation and remediation of contamination at underground stor-
age tank facilities.

135.19(2) Required MTBE testingSoil and water samples must be analyzed for MTBE when col-
lected for risk-based corrective action as required in rules 135.8(455B) through 135.12(455B). These
sampling requirements include but are not limited to:

a. Risk-basedorrective action (RBCA) evaluations required for Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 assess-
ments and corrective action design reports.

b. Site monitoring.

c. Site remediation monitoring.

135.19(3) MTBEtesting not equired. Soil and water samples for the following actions are not re-
quired to be analyzed for MTBE:

a. Closure sampling under rule 135.15(455B) unless Tier 1 or Tier 2 sampling is being per-
formed.

b. Site checks under subrule 135.7(3) unless Tier 1 or Tier 2 sampling is being performed.

c. If prior analysis at a site under 135.19(2) has not shown MTBE present in soil or groundwater.

d. If the department determines MTBE analysis is no longer needed at a site.

135.19(4) Reporting. The analytical data must be submitted in a format prescribed by the depart-
ment.

135.19(5) Analytical methods for methyl tertiary-butyl ether (MTBEJhen having soil or water
analyzed for MTBE from contamination caused by petroleum or hazardous substances, owners an
operators otJST systems must use a laboratory certified under 567—Chapter 83 for petroleum analy-
ses. In addition, the owners and operators must ensure all soil and water samples are properly pre
served and shipped within 72 hours of collection to a laboratory certified under 567—Chapter 83 for
petroleum analyses.

a. Sample preparation and analysis shall be by:

(1) GCIMS version of OA-1, “Method for Determination of Volatile Petroleum Hydrocarbons
(gasoline),” revision 7/27/93, University Hygienic Laboratory, lowa City, lowa; or

(2) U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Method 8260B, SW-846, “Test Methods for Evaluat-
ing Solid Waste,” Third Edition.

b. Laboratories performing the analyses must run standards for MTBE on a routine basis, and
standards for other possible compounds like ethyl tertiary-butyl ether (ETBE), tertiary-amyl methyl
ether (TAME), diisopropyl ether (DIPE), and tertiary-butyl alcohol (TBA) to be certain of their identi-
fication should they be detected.

c. Laboratoriesnust run a method detection limit study and an initial demonstration of capability
for MTBE. These records must be kept on file.

d. The minimum detection level for MTBE in soil is 15 ug/kg. The minimum detection level for
MTBE in water is 15 ug/I.

567—135.20(455B) Compliance inspection of UST system.

135.20(1) The owner or operator must have the UST system inspected and an inspection report
submitted to the department on a biennial basis by an UST compliance inspector certified by the de-
partment under 567—Chapter 134. The initial site inspection shall be submitted to the department nc
later than December 31, 2007.
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135.20(2) Compliance inspection requiremeritsie owner or operator is responsible to ensure the
department receives ten days’ prior notice by the compliance inspector of the date of a site inspection
and the name of the inspector as provided in 567—134.14(455B). The owner and operator must com-
ply with the following as part of the inspection process.

a. Review and respond to the inspection report provided by the certified compliance inspector
and complete the corrective actions specified in the compliance inspection report within the specified
time frames.

b. Provide all records and documentation required by the certified compliance inspector and this
chapter.

c. Upon notification of a suspected release by the certified compliance inspector pursuant to
567—subrule 134.14(1), report the condition to the department and undertake steps to investigate and
confirm the suspected release as provided in 567—135.6(455B).

d. Ensure that the compliance inspector completes and submits an electronic inspection form in
accordance with 567—134.14(455B).

135.20(3) The owner and operator shall do the following upon receipt of a compliance inspection
report as provided in 567—subrule 134.14(1) which finds violations of the department’s rules:

a. Take all actions necessary to correct any compliance violations or deficiencies in accordance
with this chapter. Corrective action must be taken within the time frame established by rule or, if no
time frames are established by rule, within 60 days of receipt of the inspector’s report or another rea-
sonable time period approved by the department. The granting of time to remedy a violation does not
preclude the department from exercising its discretion to assess penalties for the violation.

b. Within 60 days of receipt of the inspector’s report, provide documentation to the compliance
inspector that the violation or deficiencies have been corrected.

c. Conduct a follow-up inspection in instances where there are serious problems or a history of
repeated violations when required by the department.



